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Title 3— 


The President 


[FR Doc. 90-19941 
Filed 8-20-90; 4:34 pm] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Presidential Determination No. 90-29 of August 14, 1990 


Provision of Aviation Insurance Coverage for Commercial Air 
Carrier Service 


Memorandum for the Secretary of Transportation 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 1302 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (“the Act”), 49 U.S.C. App. 1532, I hereby: 


(1) determine that continuation of commercial air services to and from Saudi 
Arabia is necessary to carry out the foreign policy of the United States. Such 
commercial air services facilitate, in particular, actions in support of the 
United States and international response to the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait and 
the evacuation of American citizens from areas affected by the invasion. 
These services facilitate, in addition, the maintenance of normal political and 
commercial exchange with the countries of the region. 


(2) approve provision by the Secretary of Transportation of insurance 
against loss or damage arising out of any risk from the operation of an aircraft 
in the manner and to the extent provided in Title XIII of the Act, 49 U.S.C. 
App. 1531, et seg., whenever he determines that such insurance cannot be 
obtained on reasonable terms and conditions from any company authorized to 
conduct an insurance business in a State of the United States. 


You are directed to bring this determination immediately to the attention of all 
air carriers within the meaning of section 101(3) of the Act, 49 U.S.C. App. 
1301(3), and to arrange for its publication in the Federal Register. 


yee 








Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990 / Presidential Documents. 34207 


[FR Doc. 90-19942 
Filed 8-20-90; 4:35 pm] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Presidential Determination No. 90-32 of August 17, 1990 
Provision of Aviation Insurance Coverage for Commercial Air 


Carrier Service 


Memorandum for the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Transportation, 
the Director of the Office of Management and Budget 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 1302 of the Federal Aviation 


Act of 1958 (“the Act”), 49 U.S.C. App. 1532, and 3 U.S.C. 301, I hereby: 


(1) determine that continuation of commercial air services to and from 
Turkey, Syria, Jordan, Egypt, Yemen, Oman, United Arab Emirates, Israel, 
Bahrain, Qatar, and Cyprus, and to and from Iraq and Kuwait to the extent 
permitted by Executive Orders Nos. 12724 and 12725, is necessary to carry out 
the foreign policy of the United States. Such commercial air services facilitate, 
in particular, actions in support of the United States and international re- 
sponse to the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait and the evacuation of American . 
citizens from areas affected by the invasion. These services facilitate, in 
addition, the maintenance of normal political and commercial exchange with 
the countries of the region; 


(2) approve provision by the Secretary of Transportation of insurance 
against loss or damage arising out of any risk from the operation of an aircraft 
in the manner and to the extent provided in Title XIII of the Act, 49 U.S.C. 
App. 1531, et seq., whenever he determines that such insurance cannot be 
obtained on reasonable terms and conditions from any company authorized to 
conduct an insurance business in a State of the United States; 


(3) delegate to the Secretary of Transportation, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State, the authority vested in me by section 1302(a) of the Act, for 
purposes of responding to the current crisis in the Middle East; and 


(4) delegate to the Secretary of Transportation, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State and the Director of the Office of Management and Budget, 
the authority vested in me by section 1302(c) of the Act, for purposes of 
responding to the current crisis in the Middle East. 


The Secretary of Transportation is directed to bring this determination imme- 
diately to the attention of all air carriers within the meaning of section 101(3) 
of the Act, 49 U.S.C. App. 1301(3), and to arrange for its publication in the 
Federal Register. 


Loni. 





Rules and Regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
week. 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


1 CFR Part 305 


Recommendations of the 
Administrative Conference Regarding 
Administrative Practice and Procedure 


AGENCY: Administrative Conference of 
the United States. 


ACTION: Recommendations. 


SUMMARY: The Administrative 
Conference of the United States adopted 
four recommendations at its Forty-First 
Plenary Session. 

Recommendation 90-1, Civil Money 
Penalties for Federal Aviation 
Violations, calls on Congress to make 
permanent the Federal Aviation 
Administration's administrative civil 
penalty program for violations of 
aviation safety rules, and recommends 
some changes to the FAA's procedural 
rules for the program. 

Recommendation 90-2, The 
Ombudsman in Federal Agencies, urges 
agencies that administer programs 
involving significant interaction with the 
general public to set up an ombudsman 
office, which would be empowered to 
inquire into citizen grievances about 
administrative acts or inaction and, in 
appropriate cases, to make 
recommendations concerning agency 
handling of such cases. 

Recommendation 90-3, Use of Risk 
Communication by Regulatory Agencies 
in Protecting Health, Safety and the 

Environment, addresses the 
' administration of risk communication 
programs, such as those required by 
OSHA’s hazard communication 
standard and the EPA-administered 
Federal Emergency Planning and 
Community Right-to-Know Act. The - 
Conference recommends steps OSHA, 
EPA, and other agencies should take to 
make risk communication documents 


more uniform and useful to the intended 
users of the documents. 
Recommendation 90-4, Social Security 
Disability Program Appeals Process: 
Supplementary Recommendation, 
suggests a number of changes in the 
appeals procedures for disability 
appeals, aimed at making the 
evidentiary record as complete as 
possible as early in the process as 
possible. In conjunction with this, the 
Conference recommends tighter 
restrictions on the introduction of new 
evidence at the Appeals Council stage. 
Recommendations of the 
Administrative Conference are 
published in full text in the Federal 
Register upon adoption. Complete lists 
of recommendations and statements, 
together with the texts of those deemed 
to be of continuing interest, are 
published in the Code of Federal 
Regulations (1 CFR parts 305 and 310). 
DATES: Effective Date: August 22, 1990. 
These recommendations and statement 
were adopted June 7-8, 1990, and issued 
August 17, 1990. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cari Votava, Information Officer, or 
Jeffrey S. Lubbers, Research Director 
(202-254-7065). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Administrative Conference of the United 
States was established by the 
Administrative Conference Act, 5 U.S.C. 
571-576. The Conference studies the 
efficiency, adequacy, and fairness of the 
administrative procedures used by 
federal agencies in carrying out 
administrative programs, and makes 
recommendations for improvements to 
the agencies, collectively or 
individually, and to the President, 


' Congress, and the Judicial Conference of 


the United States (5 U.S.C. 574(1)). 

At its Forty-First Plenary Session, 
held June 7-8, 1990, the Assembly of the 
Administrative Conference of the United 
States adopted four recommendations, 
the texts of which are set out below. The 
texts of recommendations will be 
transmitted to the affected agencies and, 
if so directed, to the Congress of the 
United States. The Administrative 
Conference of the United States has 
advisory powers only, and the decision 
on whether to implement the 
recommendations must be made by each 
body to which the various 
recommendations are directed. 

The transcript of the Plenary Session 
will be available for public inspection at 
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the Conference’s offices at Suite 500, 
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC. 


List of Subjects in 1 CFR Part 305 


Administrative practice and 
procedure. 


PART 305—RECOMMENDATIONS OF 
THE ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


1. The authority citation for part 305 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 571-576. 


2. The table of contents of part 305 of 
title 1 CFR is amended to add the 
following new sections: 


Sec. 

305.90-1 Civil Money Penalties for Federal 
Aviation Violations (Recommendation 
No. 90-1). 

305.90-2 The Ombudsman in Federal 
Agencies (Recommendation No. 90-2). 

305.90-3 Use of Risk Communication by 
Regulatory Agencies in Protecting 
Health, Safety and the Environment 
(Recommendation No. 90-3). 

305.90-4 Social Security Disability Program 
Appeals Process: Supplementary 
Recommendation (Recommendation No. 
90-4). 


3. New §§ 305.90-1 through 305.90-4 
are added to part 305, to read as follows: 


§ 305.90-1 Civil Money Penalties for 
Federal Aviation Violations 
(Recommendation 90-1). 


In late 1987, Congress enacted an 
administrative civil money penalty program 
for violations of the Federal Aviation Act and 
its implementing safety regulations. The Civil 
Penalty Assessment Demonstration Program, 
a 2-year temporary program, was originally 
due to expire December 31, 1989. It was 
extended for 4 months in anticipation of the 
completion of a study of the program 
undertaken by the Administrative Conference 
of the United States at the request of the 
Department of Transportation. Congress 
extended the program an additional ninety 
days, after receiving a draft of this 
recommendation from the Conference's 
Committee on Adjudication. 

The demonstration program currently 
authorizes administratively-imposed civil 
money penalties of amounts of up to $50,000. 
The cases are initiated by the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA), an agency 
within the Department of Transportation 
(DOT). The cases are heard by DOT 
administrative law judges (ALJs), with appeal 
to the FAA Administrator. Judicial review is 
available in the federal court of appeals. 

The FAA has substantive regulatory 
authority under the Federal Aviation Act. It 
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promulgates regulations to premote aviation 
safety, conducts investigations to ensure. 
compliance, and brings enforcement actions. 
It also has responsibility for issuing 


certificates for most aviation businesses and 
functions. 


The civil money penalty program 


rca or revoke certificates. FAA 
certificate actions, if appealed, are 
adjudicated by the National Transportation 
Safety Board (NTSB). The NTSB is an 
independent agency that hes as its primary 
accidents 


responsibilities inv investigating and 
issuing air safety recommendations, in 
addition to adjeticating certificate cases. 


the comments received, but made no changes 
in the regulations. The FAA recently 
announced revisions in its policy om some 
issues relating to its rules of practice for the 
= oe ee and in April 1990, the 

‘AA published a notice of proposed 

on its civil ot — rules 
proposed rul 


The Administrative Conference believes 
that administrative assessment of aviation 
civil money penalties should be made 


operation and enhance perceptions of 
fairness. 


The Conference has long advocated the 


ition of civil money 
penalties as an alternative to reliance on 


expensive, and more effeetive in enforcing 
regulatory than is reliance en 
udicial enforcement, and the FAA 
experience appears consistent with this view. 


penalties 
federal regulation of aviation safety. 


* The FAA's rulemaking has been in.two steps. In 
early March 1990, the FAA issued a notice of 
rulemaking on a number of specific issues 


rules, 
changes. for notice and comment. 55 FR 15110, 
15111, 15134, 15135 (April 20, 1990]. At the time this 


Administrative imposition of civil money 
penalties for violations of safety regulations 
is at present limited by statute to penalties 
not in excess of $50,000. The Conference 
notes that many agencies do in fact—and 
without untoward consequences—exercise 
power to impose far heavier monetary 

than those now in the 
civil aviation area. The Conference 
recognizes that the severity of possible 
sanctions for violations of law is a matter for 
Congressional choice, but the Conference 
believes that, in this instance, expanding the 
scope of money penalties following 
appropriate administrative hearings would 
enhance efficient administration without 
risking loss of fairness. 

The Conference takes no position at this 
time on whether the adjudication of civil 
penalty actions under this program should 
remain a function of the DOT, or whether it 
should be shifted to the NTSB. There are 
arguments on bath sides. Such a 
determination should respond te interests of 
administrative simplicity and efficiency, 
fairness and the appearance of fairness, and 
accountability for aviation safety. The NFSB 
currently adjudicates violations of federal 
aviation law in the context of certificate 
proceedings, so it already has experience in 
the substantive area, as well as established 
and — adjudicatory ae nme A 

these proceedings te. the NTSB 
would aoe almost all administrative 
sanctions for aviation safety violations in one 
forum. Moreover, the independence of the 
NTSB from the prosecuting agency would 
promote the appearance of fai: 
formally separating the agency prosecuting 
the case from the one adjudicating it.* . 

On the other hand, any transfer of civil 
penalty adjudicative responsibility to the 
NTSB would entail legislative consideration 
of whether and to what degree deference 
should be given by the Board to FAA policies 
and whether the FAA Administrator should 
be entitled to seek judicial review of adverse 
NTSB decisions. Moreover, retaining the 
adjudicative function in the FAA would allow 
for coordinated regulatory and enforcement 
policy im one agency, a model that is used by 
most federal agencies. If it is impertant to 
have hearings in both certificate and money 
penalty cases heard in the same forum, 
theoretically the former function could be 
transferred to the FAA. Although there has 
been criticism of the FAA’s rules of practice, 
the agency is about to complete a rulemaking 
in which it has proposed significant changes 
in its rules. Finally, aviation safety and 
related enforcement are the chief missions of 
the FAA. 

The better choice between the two is not 
self-evident. Factors that could not be 
adequately studied in the available time 
include the relative capacities eof DOT and 
cases 


safety, and the two agencies’ respective 
capabilities to procure necessary resources. If 
* See Recommendation 86-4, “The Split- 


Enforcement Mode! for Agency Adjudication,” 1 
CFR 305.88-4. 


Congress extends the aviation civil penalty 
program either permanently or for a 
substantial period, it is the Conference's 
intention to study the issue of the more 
appropriate location for adjudicatory 


* authority. 


As long as the adjudicatory authority is 
lodged in the DOT, the Conference 
recommends some procedural changes that 
would improve the program's operation. The 
FAA previously interpreted its statutory 
authority as contemplating a formal finding of 
a violation (order assessing civil penalty} as a 
prerequisite to compromising a disputed civil 
money penalty case. As a result, fewer cases 
settled than under former agency practice, 
and a substantial backlog developed. As part 
of the ongoing rulemaking proceeding, the 
FAA has been reconsidering its position and 
has concluded that the enabling law does not 

preclude compromising cases without a 
finding of a violation. In any event, Congress 
should make explicit that the FAA has the 
discretion to compromise disputed cases 
without a formal finding of a violation. 

It is important that rules of practice 
governing adjudication of civil money penalty 
cases be fair, and that they appear fair. In 
most cases, the regulations that the FAA 

reviously adopted were adequate, but 
several provisions led to some 
misunderstanding and perceptions of 
unfairness. The rules of practice should be 
therefore be revised to eliminate existing 
ambiguities, pursuant to the ongoing notice 
and comment rulemaking.* 


Recommendation 


1. Congress should authorize on a 
permanent basis the administrative 
imposition of civil money penalties for 
violations of the Federal Aviation Act 
(Act) and its implementing safety 
regulations. 

2. Congress should eliminate the 
current ceiling of $50,000 applicable to 
administratively-imposed civil money 
penalties for violations of the Act and 
its implementing safety regulations. 


penalties should make explicit that the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
has administrative discretion to 
compromise disputed cases without 
requiring @ formal finding of a violation. 


4. As long as adjudicatory 
responsibility is lodged at the 
Department of Transportation, the 
Department should adopt revised rules 
of practice governing adjudication of 
civil money penalty cases following 
notice-and-comment procedures. Such 


* As noted earlier, the proposed rule in the 
rulemaking ongoing at the time this 
recommendation was adopted substantially 
incorporates the provisions of paragraph 4 of the 
recommendation. 
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rules should address the following 
issues: ; 

a. Separation of functions: The 
regulations should make clear that 
employees with investigatory or 
prosecutorial responsibilities in a case 
in this program will not communicate 
with the administrative law judge or 
agency decisionmaker in that case or a 
factually related case, except as counsel 
or a witness in the public proceedings. 

b. Testimony of FAA employees: 1. 
The regulations should permit FAA 
employees to testify as to facts relevant 
to any disputed issue. Within the scope 
of this rule, hearsay testimony from 
FAA employees should be treated the 
same as other hearsay testimony. 

2. FAA employees testifying as 
experts should be subject to full cross 
examination. 

c. Designation of documents: The 
regulations should avoid denominating 
the document used to commence formal 
civil penalty proceedings as an “order,” 
and should use a term such as 
“complaint.” 

d. Use of briefs: The regulations 
should permit the filing of post-hearing 
briefs whenever, in the ALJ's view, the 
interests of justice so require. 

e. Explanation of basis for sanctions 
imposed: The regulations should 
establish a uniform standard for 
explanation of sanctions imposed in 
initial decisions, regardless of whether 
the AL] affirms or modifies the proposed 
sanction. 


§ 305.90-2 The Ombudsman in Federal 
Agencies (Recommendation 90-2). 


The ombudsman ! is an institution 
frequently used in other countries, and 
increasingly used in this country, as a means 
of inquiring into citizen grievances about 
administrative acts or failures to act and, in 
suitable cases, to criticize or to make 
recommendations concerning future official 
conduct. Typically, an ombudsman 
investigates selected complaints and issues 
nonbinding reports, with recommendations 
addressing problems or future improvements 
deemed to be desirable. In cases involving 
the agencies of the government, an 
ombudsman may deal with complaints 
arising from maladministration, abusive or 
indifferent treatment, tardiness, 
unresponsiveness, and the like. To succeed, 


1 “Ombudsman” is a Swedish word meaning 
“agent” or “representative,” and its use here is not 
intended to discourage others form using more 
gender neutral terminology. 

2 An ombudsman may be appointed by the 
legislature or by the executive and with a variety of 
possible powers, missions, and available resources. 
While there is no universally accepted notion of 
what an ombudsman should do, under one 
approach, that of the Model Ombudsman Statute, 
the ombudsman could address “an administrative 
act that might be: : 

1. contrary to law or regulation; 


an ombudsman must have influence with, 
and the confidence of, top levels of an 
agency, be independent, and be able to 
conduct meaningful investigations into a 
complaint without being thwarted by the 
agency staff whose work is being examined. 
The most successful occupants of that office 
have generally been persons of high rank and 
status with direct access to the highest level 
of authority. 

The experiences of several federal agencies 
show that an effective ombudsman can 
materially improve citizen satisfaction with 
the workings of the government, and, in the 
process, increase the disposition toward 
voluntary compliance and cooperation with 
the government, reduce the occasions for 
litigation, and provide agency 
decisionmakers with the information needed 
to identify and treat problems. Agencies 
currently employing an ombudsman with 
success in various programs include, among 
others, the Internal Revenue Service and the 
Army Materiel Command. 

The Conference urges the President and 
Congress to support federal agency initiatives 
to create and fund an effective ombudsman 
in those agencies with significant interaction 
with the public. The Conference believes that 
these agencies would benefit from 
establishing an office of ombudsman either 
on an agency-wide basis or to assist in the 
administration of particular programs. 


Recommendation 


A. Establishment of Ombudsmen 


1. Federal agencies that administer 
programs with major responsibilities 
involving significant interactions with 
members of the general public are likely 
to benefit from establishing an 
ombudsman service. Examples of such 
programs include the following: 
licensing; revenue collection; 
procurement; award and distribution of 
welfare, pension, or disability benefits; 
oversight of public lands; administration 
of detention facilities; public assistance 
programs; immigration programs; and 
subsidy or grant programs. 

2. In cases where agencies with 
significant interaction with the public 
seek legislation to provide funds or 
other statutory underpinnings for an 
ombudsman, the legislation should 
conform generally to the guidelines set 
forth in paragraph B, below, and should 


2. unreasonable, unfair, oppressive, or 
inconsistent with the general course of an 
administrative agency's functioning; 

3. mistaken in law or arbitrary in ascertainments 
of fact; 

4. improper in motivation or based on irrelevant 
considerations; 

5. unclear or inadequately explained when 
reasons should have been revealed; 

6. inefficiently performed; or 

7. otherwise objectionable * * *." 

The Comment to the Model Statute adds, “Very 
clearly, the ombudsman must not attempt to be a 
super-administrator, doing over again what 
specialized administrators have already done and, 
if he disagrees, substituting his judgment for theirs.” 


be prepared in consultation with 
knowledgeable agency personnel and 
outside entities and affected members of 
the public or their representatives. 

3. Whether or not legislation is 
enacted, each federal agency with major 
responsibilities involving significant 
interaction with members of the general 
public should consider setting up an 
agency-wide or program-specific 
ombudsman as a means of gaining 
experience with the concept and 


- improving service to the public. 


Agencies should follow the guidelines in 
paragraph B in establishing an agency 
ombudsman. 


B. Guidelines for Ombudsman 
Legislation and Agency Programs 


1. Powers, Duties 


a. Ombudsman legislation or agency 
guidelines should set out the functions 
to be performed by the ombudsman and 
confer the powers needed to enable the 
ombudsman to (i) receive and inquire 
into complaints, (ii) recommend 
solutions in individual matters and 
make recommendations for 
administrative and regulatory 
adjustments to deal with chronic 
problems and other systemic difficulties, 
(iii) advise within the agency concerning 
procedures, forms, and similar issues 
affecting the nature and delivery of 
services; and (iv) call attention to 
agency problems not yet adequately 
considered within. 

b. The legislation or agency guidelines 
should require the ombudsman to 
submit periodic reports summarizing the 
grievances considered; investigations 
completed; recommendations for action, 
improvement in agency operations, or 
statutory changes; agency response; and 
any other matters the ombudsman 
believes should be brought to the 
attention of the agency head, Congress 
or the public. 

c. The legislation or guidelines should 
also provide that the ombudsman should 
refrain from involvement in the merits of 
individual matters that are the subject of 
ongoing adjudication or litigation or 
investigations incident thereto. 


2. Qualifications, Term 


The legislation or guidelines should 
set forth the qualifications required for 
the position of ombudsman, the tenure 
of office, salary, safeguards protecting 
the independence and neutrality of the 
ombudsman, and means for ensuring 
access to the ombudsman. The 
Conference recommends that the 
ombudsman be a respected, senior 
person knowr: for his or her judgment, 
probity, and persuasiveness. 
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Conference Recommendation 88-11, 
Encouraging Settlements by Protecting 
Mediator Confidentiality, 1 CFR 305.88- 
11. 

b. An agency, when establishing an 
ombudsman, should explicitly disclaim 
eae eras to discover or 


Any such legislation should provide 
that (i) no inquiry, report, 


permitted by law. 
6. Outreach 
An agency with an ombudsman 


that persons who deal with the agency 

are aware of the existence, purpose, and 

availability of the ombudsman service. 

These steps. could include active 

campaigns to inform the public of the 
rvice. 


matters) to members of the public on their 
request. 

More recently, Congress and federal 
agencies have created an additional form of 
risk communication, one that requires other 
persons or entities to produce and distribute 
certain information on the hazardous 
attributes of their activities and products to 
third parties. The intended recipients may 
include employees, product users, and the 
representatives and residents of communities 
that host certain types of activities. These 
recent enactments establish risk 
communications duties for the private sector, 
at times creating concomitant rights to such 
information for designated parties. This 
recommendation addresses the class of risk 
communication aimed at providing to third 
parties. 

Risk communication can be a significant 
feature of programs to control risks that have 
been identified and assessed by Congress 
and the regulatory agencies. Its benefits may 
include widespread acceptability, greater 
effectiveness and less demand on resources 
than alternative approaches. 

Risk communication programs are now 
being implemented te foster risk education 
and reduction in several contexts. The 
Occupational Safety and Health 


workplace hazards so that the workers will 
understand the hazards, determine personal 
risks, and take appropriate actions te reduce 
these risks. 

The Federal Emergency Planning and 
Community Right-to-Know Act, administered 
by the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), requires companies producing or using 

designated hazardous chemicals to provide 
state and local communities and EPA with 
information about the chemicals, accident 
risks, spills, and other actual releases of the 
chemicals to educate these recipients and 
enable them to develop emergency response 
plans and other strategies for protecting 
public health and the environment. The law 


Experience with the OSHA and EPA 
programs suggests that risk communication 
can advance statutory objectives for risk. 
reduction and can, when 
implemented, reduce the costliness of risk 
reduction efforts. Workers and community 
residents now have access to relevant 
industrial hazard information and are 
beginning to use the information to take 
protective measures. Worker training and 
community emergency planning are also 
being gradually achieved. State and local 
officials are taking legislative and regulatory 
actions to reduce industrial risks. Efforts to 
achieve international harmonization are also 
under way. Companies and trade 
associations are voluntarily initiating new 
risk reduction practices and some chemical 
manufacturers are now voluntarily 
transferring their superior knowledge of 
chemical risk management to their 
downstream commercial customers to 
enhance marketing. 

However, these new programs have raised 
special problems for agency administration 
and for compliance, particularly for small 
business. For example, the OSHA and EPA 
programs require that three basic functions 
be carried out by various parties: (i) 
producing the reports and other information 
materials to be disclosed; (ii) distributing the 
information to persons at risk; and (iii} using 
the information for developing worker 
training programs and community emergency 
response plans. In both programs, compliance 
with production function requirements has. 
generally been more effective than 
compliance with distribution and use 
function requirements. 

Agency programs requiring risk 
communication also have implications for 
concurrent regulatory efforts and traditional 
standard-setting that have not been 
adequately addressed by the agencies or 
Congress. Risk communication is not 
necessarily an adequate substitute for 
prescriptive standards. When these kinds of 
programs co-exist, they should be mutually 
supportive. 

The existing risk communication programs 
pose further difficulties in that they require 
federal agencies to supervise and coordinate 
the activities of thousands of private firms, 50 
state committees, and more tian 3000 loca! 
committees. However, the agencies’ 
enforcement strategies and capabilities have 
not developed sufficiently to ensure 
compliance with program requirements. 
OSHA and EPA, as well as any other agency 
considering a program requiring numerous 
private and public parties to disclose, 
distribute, and use risk information, should 
develop means of fostering compliance 
efforts of numerous parties, such 
as by joint government-private sector 
efforts—for example, by means of a joint 
council on chemical risk management. OSHA. 
and EPA have identified the need to develop. 
new collahorative relationships with private 
firms and state and local officials to achieve 


agency strategy 
for private sector compliance. EPA should 
provide technical assistance and guidance to 
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promote the compliance of state and local 
emergency response officials. 

in addition, OSHA and EPA are now aware 
that the transfer of risk information to 
workers, local officials and community 
residents is creating additional needs for 
interpreting the information and guiding these 
recipients about appropriate actions to 
reduce risk. These agencies should therefore 
cooperate with appropriate state officials to 
ensure that workers and community residents 
will be able to understand and use the risk 
information they receive. 

The Conference supports improvements in 
the use of risk information disclosure as a 
component of federal regulatory programs. 
The recommended measures can help ensure 
that the promise of this policy alternative is 
fulfilled. 


Recommendation 
A. Existing Program of OSHA and EPA 


1. OSHA and EPA should undertake a 
joint effort to improve the format and 
content of Material Safety Data Sheets 
(MSDSs), which are informational 
documents that must be provided and 
used by various designated parties for 
diverse purposes under both agencies’ 
risk communication program.' This joint 
effort should include participation by 
industrial firms, trade associations, 
labor and environmental organizations, 
medical and public health professionals, 
and state and local officials. OSHA and 
EPA should consider bringing 
representatives of these groups together 
for appropriate negotiations.? Particular 
attention should be given to improving 
the organization, clarity, consistency of 
terminology, and readability of the 
information provided in MSDSs so that 
they can be used more easily for 
developing safe workplace practices and 
worker training activities under the 
OSHA program and for developing 
emergency response plans by local 
officials under the EPA program. 

2. OSHA and EPA should undertake a 
similar joint effort, including the 
participation of affected private parties, 
to facilitate the development of uniform 
MSDSs for commonly-used hazardous 
chemical substances. This effort should 
reduce the confusion caused by the 
proliferation of different MSDSs for the 
same substance and duplicative efforts 
by manufacturers in producing the 
MSDSs. 

3. OSHA and EPA should improve the 
effectiveness of their compliance 


1 MSDSs contain information about hazardous 
chemicals, including the identity of the chemical, its 


physical and chemical characteristics, the nature of 
the hazards, primary routes of human exposure, 
permissible exposure limits, appropriate 
precautions, and first aid procedures. See 29 CFR 
1910.1200{g). 

* See, for example, ACUS Recommendations 62-4, 
85-5, Procedures for Negotiating Proposed 
Regulations, 1 CFR 305.82-4 and 305.85-5. 


programs by providing increased 
technical assistance and guidance to the 
parties responsible for distributing and 
using the disclosed information—for 
example, by using their regional offices 
to conduct educational programs 
designed to promote awareness of 
program requirements and improve 
performance by designating parties. 
These agencies should also develop 
constructive relationships with 
industrial firms, trade associations, 
labor and environmental organizations, 
health professionals, the media, state 
and local officials, and affected 
communities to strengthen the worker 
training and local emergency response 
planning functions mandated by the 
programs. 

4. OSHA and EPA should inform and 
guide state health officials with respect 
to their medical and health advisory 
functions, to improve the ability of those 
officials to provide useful guidance to 
workers and community residents in 
interpreting the risk information 
disclosed under the federal agency 


programs. 


B. Generic Recommendations 


1. Each federal agency with authority 
to regulate risks to health, safety, or the 
environment should evaluate its 
regulatory program and its statutory 
authority, to determine whether a 
program to communicate risk 
information to educate persons at risk 
would be beneficial. The agency should 
also determine whether such a program 
would be a permissible and useful 
component of the agency's regulatory 
program, as an alternative or 
complement to other measures. If the 
results of this evaluation are affirmative, 
the agency should take appropriate 
steps to develop a cost-effective risk 
communication program, being careful 
to prevent conflicts with any agency 
standard-setting or other regulatory 
activities. Agencies establishing new 
risk communication programs should 
work jointly with other agencies, as 
appropriate, to avoid duplication or 
conflict with existing regulatory 
programs. 

2. In implementing a risk 
communication program, an agency 
should: 

a. Ensure that the information content 
and communication procedures are 
appropriate for the intended purposes 
including: (i) Informing and educating 
persons at risk as to hazardous 
conditions and suitable protective 
measures; and (ii) informing other 
parties, such as private firms and public 
agencies, so that they can discharge 
their designated responsibilities for 


producing, distributing, and using 
information appropriately. 

b. Evaluate the performance of the 
various parties required to produce, 
distribute, and use the information, and 
identify obstacles to achieving program 
goals. The agency should then take 
appropriate remedial actions such as the 
provision of assistance to enable the 
intended recipients of therisk — 
information to understand and use it to 
reduce risk; and the initiation of 
cooperative efforts with industrial firms, 
trade associations, labor and other 
interest groups, and other government 
agencies to improve the quality and 
usefulness of risk communication and 
compliance with program requirements. 

c. Supplement traditional enforcement 
measures with additional methods for 
ensuring awareness of requirements and 
compliance by designated parties with 
very limited resources or expertise. Such 
methods may include, for example, 
cooperative programs with private firms, 
trade associations, and state and local 
officials to promote compliance. 

3. In refining the scope of new or 
existing risk communication programs, 
agencies should, to the extent permitted 
by law, exclude from coverage 
insignificant or unlikely risks, to 
enhance the overall usefulness of the 
information to recipients. 


§ 305.90-4 Social Security Disability 
Program Appeals Process: 
Recommendation (Recommendation 90-4). 

The Administrative Conference of the 
United States has undertaken numerous 
studies over the years relating to the appeals 
process in the Social Security Administration 
(SSA) disability program. It has issued four 
recommendations specifically involving the 
various levels of review in that program. It 
has also issued other more general 
recommendations involving var various aspects 
of adjudicatory procedure. This 
Recommendation is intended to supplement 
those previous recommendations to reflect 
the passage of time and experience. It is 
consistent with previous recommendations, 
but in some cases, it goes further, or makes 
suggestions in areas previously left 
unaddressed. Unless specifically noted, 
existing recommendations have not been 
one and “en ase 
repeated in this Recommenda 

The SSA disability mee process 
involves several steps. The initial 
determination of disability is made by 
federally-funded state Disability 
Determination Services (DDS). A dissatisfied 
claimant may seek a reconsideration by a 
different individual in the DDS. This 
reconsideration decision is appealable to an 
administrative law judge (ALJ) in SSA’s 
Office of Hearings and Appeals, who holds a 
hearing on issues on appeal. If the claimant 
continues to be dissatisfied, he or she may 
appeal to the Appeals Council, which reviews 
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the case and may in some instances permit 
supplementation of the record. Judicial 
review in the United States district court is 
available from an Appeals Council decision, 
which is considered to be final agency action. 
Prior Recommendations 

In 1978, ACUS issued 
Recommendation 78-2, Procedures for 
Determining Social Security Disability 
Claims, 1 CFR 305.78-2, which primarily 

addressed the administrative law judge 
stage of the Social Security disability 
program. It recommended the continued 
use of ALJs, and made suggestions 
concerning the development of the 
evidentiary hearing record, including 
recommending that AL]s take more care 
in questioning claimanis, seek to collect 
as much evidence prior to the hearing as 
possible, make greater use of prehearing 
interviews, and make better use of 
treating physicians as sources of 
information. 

In 1987, ACUS issued two 
recommendations relating to the 
disability program. Recommendation 87- 
6, State-Level Determinations in Social 
Security Disability Cases, 1 CFR 305.87— 
6, addressed the first level of 
determination and review in the 
disability program. Recommendation 87- 
7, A New Role for the Social Security 
Appeals Council, 1 CFR 305.87-7, 
addressed the organization and function 
of the Appeals Council. 
Recommendation 87-6 was based on 
early results from demonstration 
projects involving the state-level 
disability determination process. It 
recommended additional 
experimentation with face-to-face 
procedures. Recommendation 87-7 
suggested wide-ranging and substantial 
changes in the workings of the Appeals 
Council, including that it move away 
from its historical primary function as a 
case review panel. The recommendation 
suggested that the caseload be 
significantly limited, and that the 
Appeals Council focus on important 
issues on which it could issue 
precedential opinions. 

In 1989, ACUS issued two further 
recommendations affecting the 
disability program. Recommendation 89- 
10, Improved Use of Medical Personnel 
in Social Security Disability 
Determinations, addresses a variety of 
issues involving medical decisionmaking 
at the state-level determination stage. It 
proposes enhancement of the role of 
medical decisionmakers, increased 
effort to develop medical evidence in the 
record, and improved training of 
medical staff on legal and program 
issues. It recommends use of optional 
face-to-face interviews and elimination 
of the reconsideration step. It also 


recommends that claimants be informed 
of deficiencies in the medical evidence 
prior to the issuance of a state-level 
determination, and that the opinion of a 
claimant's treating physician be given 
the weight required by court decisions 
and SSA rules. In addition, 
Recommendation 89-8, Agency 
Practices and Procedures for the 
Indexing and Public Availability of 
Adjudicatory Decisions, recommends 
that agencies index and make publicly 
available adjudicatory decisions of their 
highest level tribunals, and further 
suggests that agencies not treating 
decisions as precedential reexamine 
those policies. This general 
recommendation would apply to the 
SSA Appeals Council. 


Supplementary Recommendation 


In 1989, the Social Security 
Administration asked the 
Administrative Conference to prepare a 
report that would describe the SSA 
disability process, review the relevant 
statutes, compare the process with 
disability programs under other statutes, 
and synthesize the relevant ACUS 
recommendations. The following 
supplementary recommendations are 
suggested by this report. These 
recommendations are consistent with 
the spirit, and in most cases, also with 
the letter of previous recommendations 
described earlier, but they address 
issues that have heretofore not been 
addressed by the Conference or have 
been addressed in a manner for which 
additional refinement is appropriate. 

Decisions on social security claims 
that are issued at each level of the 
process need to contain information 
sufficient to allow the claimant to make 
an informed decision whether to appeal 
to a higher level. It is therefore 
important that the basis for the decision, 
including the facts found, be stated 
clearly. Further, where the record 
appears not to be complete, the decision 
should indicate what information is 
lacking, so that it can be provided at the 
subsequent level. These suggestions 
apply both to the initial decision at the 
state level and to the ALJ decision. The 
Conference recognizes that SSA rules 
already require most of this information 
in ALJ decisions, but more consistent 
implementation of these rules is needed. 

The Social Security Act provides 
claimants the right to subpoena 
witnesses and information. Moreover, 
the Supreme Court made clear in 
Richardson v. Perales, 402 U.S. 389 
(1971), that the availability of subpoenas 
may be critical to a claimant's ability to 
present relevant evidence. However, 
subpoenas are seldom issued in 
disability proceedings. The Conference 


believes that ALJs should be encouraged 
to issue subpoenas, and that claimants 
should be encouraged to seek them to 
complete the record. While the 
Conference recognizes that concerns 
exist about effective enforcement, it 
believes that such concerns should not 
prevent the issuance of subpoenas, and 
that enforcement issue should be 
addressed separately. If enforcement of 
subpoenas appears to be a problem in 
the future, the Conference will consider 
studying the issue separately. 

Prehearing conferences at the AL] 
level could be used to streamline the 
hearing process by narrowing issues and 
ensuring the necessary evidence will be 
available at the hearing; in some cases 
the prehearing conference may eliminate 
the need for a hearing. However, such 
conferences should not be used to 
discourage claimants from seeking a 
hearing. Nor, except in rare cases, 
should they be used in cases involving 
pro se claimants, who might 
unknowingly waive rights or later 
opportunities to present evidence. 

The Conference believes it is 
important that the evidentiary record be 
as complete as possible as early in the 
process as possible. It believes that the 
increased use of subpoenas will make 
this possible, in conjunction with the 
provision in Recommendation 89-10, ] 
5(c), that physicians asked to provide 
medical information in disability 
proceedings be adequately 
compensated. If a claimant is informed 
by the ALJ what information is still 
needed after the hearing, and is given an 
opportunity to supplement the record at 
that time, the need to supplement the 
record after the ALJ hearing should 
decrease. 

The Conference is also recommending 
that the record before the ALJ be closed 
at a set time after the hearing. The 
procedure would give the claimant 
sufficient time to acquire such 
information as is needed to complete the 
record, and would also provide for 
extensions of time upon a showing of 
good cause. 

As a corollary to this, the Conference 
is recommending that a procedure be 
developed for the ALJ to reopen a record 
upon petition by the claimant where 
there is new and material evidence 
relating to the period covered by the 
hearing. Such petitions could be filed 
within one year of the ALJ decision or 
while the case is pending before the 
Appeals Council if it has been 
appealed.! Under such a procedure, new 


1 These proposed procedures are distinct from the 
supplementary to SSA's generic “reopening” 
procedures set forth at 20 CFR 404.987-404.989; 
416.1487-89. ; 
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evidence would be considered first by 
the ALJ, thereby giving the adjudicator 
most familiar with the case the first 
opportunity to review new evidence, 
potentially reducing the number of cases 
that would be presented to the Appeals 
Council, and giving the Appeals Council 
more of an appellate role. See generally 
Recommendation 87-7. The AL]'s 
decision not to reopen should be 
appealable to the Appeals Council. If 
the Appeals Council finds that new and 
material evidence did exist, it should 
generally remand to the ALJ for 
consideration of the evidence, except 
where substantial injustice or 
unreasonable delay would resuit. 

These recommended procedural 
changes are not designed to limit the 
record in a disability case, but rather to 
impose additional structure on the 
process, by clarifying the rules and 
encouraging the timely production of 
evidence. It is expected that these 
changes will result in evidentiary 
records being completed in a more 
timely and efficient manner, thereby 
increasing the quality of the decisions 
based on those records. 

The issues addressed in paragraph 5 
of the recommendation, discussed 
above, were considered in 
Recommendations 78-2(C)(1} and 89- 
7(1)(c)n.2 These previous provisions are 
subsumed within this Recommendation. 


Recommendation 


The Social Security Administration 
(SSA) should make the following 
changes in the disability determination 
and appeals process: 

1. Contents of Decisions: SSA should 
require that disability benefit decisions, 
both at the state-level determination 
stage and at the administrative law 
judge stage, clearly provide in language 
comprehensible to claimants at least the 
following information: 

a. The date the application for 
benefits was filed. 

b. The date of onset of disability as 
alleged by the claimant. 

c. The date of onset of disability, if 
any, that has been determined by SSA. 

d. The period of time or category for 
which benefits have been denied, if any. 
Where benefits have been awarded for 
one period or category and denied for 
another period or category, the notice 
should clearly state that benefits have 
been partially denied. 

e. If any category of benefits has been 
denied for any period, a list of evidence 
considered, and an explanation of why 
benefits were denied, including why the 
evidence of record did not support the 
grant of benefits. 


f. The date of expiration of claimant’s 
disability insured status {i.e., the “date 
last insured”). 

g. The adverse consequences, if any, 
including preclusive effects, that will 
result from failure to appeal the 
decision. 

2. Prehearing Conferences: The use of 


’ prehearing conferences should be 


encouraged in appropriate cases to 
frame the issues involved in the AL] 
hearing, identify matters not in dispute, 
and decide appropriate cases favorably 
without hearings. Except in rare cases, 
such conferences should be held only 
where claimants are represented by 
counsel, and they could be held over the 
telephone where will parties agreed. A 
report on the conference, reflecting any 
actions taken, should be included in the 
record. Issues that should be considered 
at a prehearing conference include: 

a. Additional information that is 
required. 

b. Subpoenas that may be necessary. 

c. Witnesses that may be required. 

d. What issues are or are not in 
dispute. 

3. Subpoenas: Administrative law 
judges’ use of their subpoena power 
should be encouraged. Subpoenas 
should be issued sua sponte where 
necessary to ensure that medical 
evidence is complete, and to obtain 
other necessary evidence not otherwise 
available. Subpoenas should be issued 
when requested by the claimant except 
where the ALJ finds good cause not to 
issue a particular subpoena. SSA should 
develop form subpoenas for use by 
disability claimants, and provide 
instructions for their use. This 
recommendation is to be read in 
conjunction with Recommendation 89— 
10, Improved Use of Medical Personnel 
in Social Security Disability 
Determinations. 

4. Closing of the Administrative 
Record: The administrative hearing 
record should be closed at a set time 
after the evidentiary hearing. Prior to 
this, the ALJ should set forth for the 
claimant what information the claimant 
needs to produce to complete the record, 
issue any necessary subpoenas, and 
provide the claimant adequate time to 
acquire the information. Requests for 
extension should be granted for good 
cause, including difficulty in obtaining 
material evidence from third parties. 
The ALJ should retain the discretion to 
accept and consider pertinent 


‘information received after closure of the 


record and before the decision is issued. 
5. Introduction of New Evidence After 
the ALJ Decision: a. Upon petition filed 
by a claimant within one year of the ALJ 
decision or while appeal is pending at 
the Appeals Council, the ALJ (preferably 


the one who originally heard the case if 
he or she is promptly available) should 
reopen the record and reconsider the 
decision on a showing of new and 
material evidence that relates to the 
period covered by the previous decision. 
An ALJ's denial of such a petition 
should be appealable to the Appeals 
Council. 

b. Appeals Council review of an ALJ's 
initial decision should be limited to the 
evidence of record compiled before the 
ALJ. Where the claimant seeks review 
of an ALJ's refusal to reopen the record 
for the submission of new and material 
evidence, the Appeals Council should 
remand the case of the AL] (preferably 
the one who originally heard the case if 
he or she is promptly available), if it 
finds that the AL] improperly declined 
to reopen the record. The Appeals 
Council should not review the merits 
itself or issue a decision considering the 
new evidence, unless remand would 
result in substantial injustice or 
unreasonable delay.* 

Dated: August 17, 1990. 

Jeffrey S. Lubbers, 

Research Director. 

[FR Doc. 90-19760 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6110-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 


7 CFR Part 918 
[Docket No. FV-90-156 FR] 


Peaches Grown in Georgia; Action 
Redefining Grower Representation 
Districts and Reapportioning 

Membership on the Georgia Peach 
industry Committee 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action combines two of 
the three geographic districts currently 
defined under the Federal marketing 
order for peaches grown in Georgia 
(M.O. 918) and correspondingly 
reapportions the membership on the 
nine member Georgia Peach Industry 
Committee (committee). The North 
Georgia District and the Central Georgia 
District are combined into one district. 
The new district would be allocated six 
committee members. The change reflects 
shifts in production within the 


® Congress may at some time in the future need to 
cuir eens’ See es Oe 
review of Appeals Council determinations not to 
reopen the record. Cf. Califano v. Sanders, 430 U.S. 
99 (1977). 
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production area, and reflects the 
committee's desire to provide equitable 
representation on the committee. The 
changes were recommended 
unanimously by the committee, which is 
responsible for local administration of 
the marketing order. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 21, 1990. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
George Kelhart,. Marketing Order 
Administration Branch, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, AMS, USDA, P.O. 
Box 96456, Room 2525-S, Washington, 
DC 20090-6456; telephone 202-475-3862. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action is taken under Marketing Order 
No. 918 (7 CFR part 918, as amended; 55 
FR 1379, January 16, 1990), regulating the 
handling of peaches grown in Georgia. 
The order is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
hereinafter referred to as the Act. 

This rule has been reviewed by the 
Department in accordance with 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and the 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12291 and has been determined to be a 
“non-major” rule. 

Pursuant to requirements set forth in 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), the 
Administrator of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS) has 
considered the economic impact of this 
final rule on small entities. 

The purpose of the RFA is to fit 
regulatory actions to the scale of 
business subject to such actions in order 
that small businesses will not be unduly 
or disproportionately burdened. 
Marketing orders issued pursuant to the 
Act, and rules issued thereunder, are 
unique in that they are brought about 
through group action of essentially small 
entities acting on their own behalf. 
Thus, both statutes have small entity 
orientation and compatibility. 

There are approximately 20 handlers 
of peaches regulated under the 
marketing order. Approximately 150 
peach growers are located in the 
production area, the majority of whom 
are very small operations who market 
their peaches through roadside stand 
and u-pick operations (at outlets exempt 
from regulations under the order). Small 
agricultural producers have been 
defined by the Small Business 
Administration (13 CFR 121.2) as those 
having annual receipts of less than 
$500,000, and small agricultural service 
firms are defined as those whose annual 
receipts are less than $3,500,000. The 
majority of the peach growers and 
handlers in Georgia may be classified as 
small entities. 

Section 918.15 of the order provides 
for a committee consisting of nine 


members; eight members selected from, 
and representing, industry growers 
(referred to as grower members) and 
one member representing the general 
public. Each member has an alternate. 
Section 918.16 currently provides for 
representation within the production 
area as follows: two members represent 
the South Georgia District, four 
members represent the Central Georgia 
District, and two members represent the 
North Georgia District. The public 
member is not associated with any 
district. 

Paragraph (k) of § 918.29 provides that 
the committee may, with the approval of 
the Secretary, redefine the district 
boundaries into which the production 
area is divided, or change the 
representation from any district. The 
committee believes that the changes 
implemented herein are needed to 
reflect changes in the industry and shifts 
in peach production within the 
production area. The committee has 
found that the present bounderies of the 
North and Central Georgia Districts no 
longer provide an equitable and 
balanced representation of production 
and membership on the committee. 

In recent years, many growers and 
handlers throughout the production area 
have either gone out of business or 
changed location, due primarily to 
freezing weather. Growers have been 
moving from the northern to the 
southern parts of the production area to 
take advantage of better weather 
conditions. As a result, there has been a 
decrease in the number of peach 
growers and handlers in the North 
Georgia District. 

The North Georgia District currently is 
represented by two members on the nine 
member committee (22 percent of the 
committee members and 25 percent of 
the grower members). However, there 
are only a few growers and one handler 
now operating in the district, 
representing only 5 percent of the 
growers and 5 percent of the handlers in 
the entire industry. In recent years, the 
North Georgia District has produced 
approximately 10 percent of the total 
annual crop. Therefore, the committee 
believes that a 22 percent level of 
committee representation is too high for 
this district. 

The Central Georgia District currently 
has four committee members 
representing just under 50 percent of the 
growers active in the industry.:This 
district also represents about 85 percent 
of peach production in the production 
area. Thus, with 44 percent of the 
committee members. and 50 percent of 
the grower members, the Central 
Georgia District is thought to be under- 
represented on the committee. 


In order to provide all growers and 
handlers within the production area 
with more equitable representation, the 
committee unanimously recommended 
that the North Georgia District and the — 
Central Georgia District be combined 
into one district. The committee also 
recommended unanimously that the two 
districts’ membership on the committee 
be combined. The new district will be 
comprised of slightly more than 50° 
percent of peach growers and handlers, 
and will account for approximately 95 
percent of Georgia peach production. 
The new district will be represented by 
six members (67 percent of the 
committee members and 75 percent of 
the grower members). It will be named 
the North Georgia District. 

In recent seasons, freezes have also 
reduced the harvest in the South 
Georgia District. This district has a 
relatively large number of growers and 
handlers who produce and handle a 
relatively small portion of the Georgia 
peach crop. While the South Georgia 
District represents only about 5 percent 
of the total production, the committee 
believes that it should continue to be . 
represented by two committee members 
because almost 50 percent of the State’s 
peach growers are located in that 
district. Thus, the committee 
recommended that continued 
representation by two members (22 
percent of the committee members and 
25 percent of grower members), is fair 
and appropriate for the South Georgia 
District. 

The recommended changes will be 
implemented by adding‘a new § 918.116 
of the Subpart-Industry Committee 
Regulations (7 CFR 918.100-918.325) and, 
for clarity, changing the center heading 
“District Representative” to 
“Administrative Body” immediately. 
preceding § 918.112. The new section 
will: (1) Redefine the districts into which 
the production area is divided, thus 
reducing the number from three to two; 
and (2) allocate the membership for the 
two districts. 

This action will not change the total 
number of members and alternates on 
the committee. Quorum (five of the nine 
members) and affirmative vote 
requirements (five affirmative votes) 
also will remain unchanged. The new 
North Georgia District will contain one 
more member (six) than is needed ‘ five) 
to approve a committee 
recommendation. However, the recently 
approved order amending § 918.30 - 
Procedure (55 FR 1379, January 16, 1990) 
requires affirmative votes from each 
district to approve any changes in peach 
size recommendations. Thus, the South 
Georgia District could no* be out-voted 
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on minimum size requirements that have 
traditionally been the only area of 
concern between the districts. 

As indicated, this action is intended to 
provide for an equitable and balanced 
representation on the committee and 
will not impose any additional costs on 
growers or handlers. 

Based on the above, the Administrator 
of the AMS has determined that this 
action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

A proposed rule was published in the 
Federal Register on June 14, 1990 (55 FR 
24096). The period for comments ended 
July 16, 1990. No comments were 
received. A correction to that proposed 
rule was published in the Federal 
Register on July 23, 1990 (55 FR 29938). 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, the information and 
recommendations submitted by the 
committee, and other available 
information, it is found that this action 
will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 918 


Marketing agreements, Peaches, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR part 918 is amended as 
follows: 


PART 918—PEACHES GROWN IN 
GEORGIA 


1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part.918 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Sections 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7.U.S.C. 610-674, 


2. The center heading “District 
Representative” immediately preceding 
§ 918.112 is changed to “Administrative 
Body” and a new § 918.116 is added to 
Subpart-Industry Committee Regulations 
(7 CFR 918.100-918.325) to read as 
follows: 


§918.116 Redefinition of peach districts 
and reapportionment of grower members. 

Pursuant.to § 918.29(k) the districts 
and memberships asllotted for each 
district shall be as follows: 

(a) “South Georgia District” shall 
include the counties of Quitman, Coffee, 
Miller, Jeff Davis, Baker, Toombs, 
Terrell, Ware, Mitchell, Pierce, Worth, 
Evans, Brooks, Liberty, Turner, Glynn, 
Irwin, Echols, Atkinson, Early, Wheeler, 
Decatur, Montgomery, Randolph, Bacon, 
Dougherty, Wayne, Crisp, Charlton, 
Thomas, Bryan, Tift, McIntosh, Ben Hill, 
Berrien, Lanier, Clay, Telfair, Seminole, 
CLinch, Calhoun, Appling, Lee, Tattnall, 
Grandy, Brantley, Colquitt, I.ong, Cook, 
Chatham, Wilcox, Camden, Lowndes, 


Steward, Pulaski, Webster, Dodge, 
Sumter and Dooly. This district shall 
have two members and alternates. 

(b) “North Georgia District” shall 
include the counties of Muscogee, 
Bleckley, Marion, Laurens, Schley, 
Johnson, Macon, Candler, Houston, 
Glascock, Bullock, Twiggs, Wilkinson, 
Taylor, Washington, Crawford, 
Emanual, Peach, Jefferson, Burke, 
Effingham, Chattahoochee, Treutlen, 
Bibb, Jenkins, Screven, Harris, Talbot, 
Upson, Monroe, Jones, Baldwin, 
Hancock, Warren, McDuffie, Polk, 
Troup, Gwinnett, Lamar, Jackson, 
Fayette, Forsyth, Jasper, Franklin, 
Douglas, Gordon, Henry, Dade, Greene, 
Whitfield, Lincoln, Haralson, Paulding, 
Cobb, De Kalb, Rockdale, Walton, 
Oconee, Oglethorpe, Floyd, Richmond, 
Cherokee, Pike, Clarke, Coweta, Elbert, 
Butts, Banks, Carroll, Chatooga, Clayton, 
Dawson, Morgan, Catoosa, Wilkes, 
Gilmer, Fannin, Lumpkin, Union, White, 
Townes, Haversham, Stephens, Rabun, 
Columbia, Bartow, Meriwether, Barrow, 
Heard, Madison, Spalding, Hall, Putnam, 
Hart, Fulton, Pickens, Newton, Walker, 
Taliaferro and Murray. This district 
shall have six members and alternates. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Robert C. Keeney, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable 


_ Division. 


{FR Doc. 90-19779 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
‘BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


7 CFR Part 1007 
[DA-90-023] 


Milk in the Georgia Marketing Area; 
Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Suspension of rule. 


SUMMARY: This action makes 
inoperative the requirement that 
producers be paid on the basis of a base 
and excess payment plan for a the 
month of August 1990. The suspension 
was requested by a cooperative 
association because the current 
provisions tend to discourage milk 
production at a time when milk 
production is declining. Views in 
support of the suspension request were 
received from three other cooperative 
associations, while one producer filed 
comments in opposition. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 22, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert F. Groene, Marketing Specialist, 
USDA/AMS/Dairy Division, Order 
Formulation Branch, Room 2968, South 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Building, P.O. Box 96456, Washington, 
DC 20090-6456, (202) 447-2089. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior 
document in this proceeding: 

Notice of proposed suspension: issued 
July 9, 1990; published July 13, 1990 (55 
FR 28767). 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act.(5 
U.S.C. 601-612) requires the Agency to 
examine the impact of a proposed rule 
on small entities. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Administrator of the 
Agricultural Marketing Service has 
certified that this action will not have a 
significant economic impact-on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This action will encourage milk 
production during the month of August 
which is-a month of declining milk 
production. 

This final rule has been reviewed by 
the Department in.accordance with 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and the 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12291 and has been determined to be a 
“non-major” rule. 

This order of suspension is issued 
pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and of the order regulating the handling. 
of milk in the Georgia marketing area. 

Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the Federal Register on July 
13, 1990 (FR 28767) concerning a 
proposed suspension of certain 
provisions of the order. Interested 
persons were afforded opportunity to 
file written data, views, and arguments 
thereon. Comments from three other 
cooperative associations in support of 
the suspension request were received. 

After consideration of all relevant 
material, including the proposal in the 
notice, the comments received, and 
other available information, it is hereby 
found and determined that for the month 
of August 1990 the following provisions 
of the order do not tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act. 

1. In § 1007.32, paragraph (a). 

2. In § 1007.61(a) the words “of September 
through January.” 

3. In $1007.61, paragraph (b). 


Statement of Consideration 


This action makes inoperative the 
requirement that producers be paid on 
the basis of the base and excess plan for 
the month of August 1990. Dairymen, 
Inc. (DI), a cooperative association of 
producers having a substantial amount 
of milk pooled on the Georgia milk 
market, requested the suspension. The 
cooperative asked for the suspension in 
order to remove a conflict which 
currently exists between the order 
provisions and the need for additional 





milk in this market for the month of 
August. 

DI stated that the current order 
provisions provide that producers be 
paid a base and excess price for the 
months of February through August. The 
cooperative said that this plan was 
designed to encourage milk production 
during the base-building months of 
September when a 
greater volume of milk is needed for 
fluid use, and to discourage additional 
production (excess milk) during the 
months of February through August 
when the additional milk production is 
not needed for fluid use. 


production 
month of August has been in short 
supply. Di believes that production 
should not be discouraged through the 
payment of the excess price for 
additional production during the month 
of August. 

Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit written data, 
views, and arguments concerning the 

proposed suspension. Southern Milk 
Sales, Inc. (SMS), Coble Dairy Products 
Cooperative, Inc., and Associated Dairy 
Farmers, Inc., filed comments in support 
of the suspension. The cooperatives 
indicated there is a need for additional 
milk in the ing area during the 
month of August and that the 
suspension would encourage milk 
production. A producer filed comments 
in opposition to the suspension. The 
producer indicated that presumably the 
majority of producers would be 
producing less than their base in August 
and that, compared to the base price 
under the base and excess pian, the 
blend price is likely to be less if any 
producers are producing excess milk. 

As indicated by proponent 
cooperatives, the market is likely to be 
short of milk during August. In the 
recent past, supplemental milk supplies 
have been needed in the market during 
August. Accordingly, any milk 
production in excess of base milk is 
needed to serve the fluid Class I market, 
which is the highest price use of milk. In 
the absence of this suspension action, 
producers with excess milk would be 
encouraged to shift off the market in 
August and thereby detract from the 
basic function of the order in assuring 
an adequate supply of milk. In addition, 
the base plan, if continued in August, 
would tend to be an impediment to fluid 
milk handlers’ eine to attract 
supplemental milk suppliers on a direct- 
shipped basis.from producers in nearby 
markets. Under the plan such producers 
would be credited only with the excess 


price because of not having a base on 
this market. 

This action should contribute to an 
increase in the amount of milk available 
for fluid use during August. As 
explained above, —— market is likely to 
be short of fluid milk during that month. 
Suspending the base and excess plan 
provisions may very well result in a 
blend price which is lower than the base 
price, as indicated by the producer 
opposing this action. However, the 
needs of the market are such that it is 
appropriate to suspend the aforesaid 
provisions, 

It is hereby found and determined that 
thirty days’ notice of the effective date 
hereof is impractical, unnecessary and 
contrary to the public interest in that: 

(a) The suspension is necessary to 
reflect current marketing conditions and 
to assure orderly marketing conditions 
in the marketing area in that this action 
should make more milk available for 
fluid use in this market in August 1990, 

(b) This suspension does not require 
of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date; and 

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
given interested parties and they were 
afforded opportunity to file written data, 
views or arguments concerning this 
suspension. Three cooperative 
associations filed comments in support 
of the suspension action, while one 
producer filed comments in opposition. 
The three associations which filed 
comments in support of the suspension 
and the proponent of this action 
represent a majority of producers 
supplying milk to the Georgia market. 

Therefore, good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1007 


Milk marketing orders. 

It is therefore ordered, That the 
following provisions in § 1007.32{a), 
§ 1007.61 (a) and (b} of the Georgia order 
are hereby suspended for August 1990. 


PART 1007—MiILK IN THE GEORGIA 
MARKETING AREA 


1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part 1007 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674. 


§ 1007.32 [Suspended in part] 
2. In § 1007.32, paragraph (a) is 
suspended. 


§ 1007.61 [Suspended in part] 

3. In § 1007.61(a) the following words: 
“of September through January” are 
suspended. 
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4. In § 1007.61, paragraph (b} is 
suspended. 


Signed at Washington, DC, on August 16, 
1990. 


JoAnn R: Smith, © 

Assistant Secretary, Marketing and 
Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc. 90-19778 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-™ 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
12 CFR Part 203 
[Reg. C; Docket No. R-0695] 


Home Mortgage Disclosure; Final 
Order Granting an Exemption From 
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act for 
State-Chartered Financiaf institutions 
in Massachusetts 


AGENCY: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 


ACTION: Final order. 


SUMMARY: Financial institutions subject 
to the federal Home Mortgage 
Disclosure Act (HMDA) and its 
implementing rule, Regulation C, may 
receive an exemption from these 
provisions if the Board determines that 
the institutions are subject to 
substantially similar state mortgage 
disclosure requirements and the state 
law contains adequate provision for 
enforcement. The Massachusetts 
Banking Commissioner has applied for 
an exemption from HMDA and 
Regulation C for state-chartered 
financial institutions in Massachusetts. 
The Board has found that there is 
substantial similarity between the 
federal and state laws and adequate 
provision for state enforcement. It is 
therefore granting an exemption from 
the federal HMDA requirements for 
state-chartered financial institutions in 
Massachusetts. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1990. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
W. Kurt Schumacher, Staff Attorney, 
Division of Consumer and Community 
Affairs, Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, Washington, 
DC 20551, at (202) 452-2412; for the 
hearing impaired only, contact 
Earnestine Hill or Dorothea Thompson, 
Telecommunications Device for the 
Deaf, at (202) 452-3544. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: (1) 
Introduction. The Board's Regulation C 
(12 CFR part 203) implements the Home 
Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA); 12. - 
U.S.C. 2801 ef seq.}. The regulation and 
the.act require financial institutions that 
have more than $10 million in assets and 





’ om offices in ania statistical . 
* areas (MSAs) to annually disclose | to. 
their federal supervisory agencies 


certain information regarding their: ce 


purchase and home improvement loans.. 
The Board may grant financial 
institutions an exemption from 
compliance with the federal law if it. . 
determines that they are subject to state 
provisions that are substantially similar 
to the federal requirements and contain 
adequate provision for enforcement. 
Conversely, exemptions are subject to 
termination if the Board determines that 
a state law no longer imposes 
requirements. substantially similar to the 
federal law or does not adequately 
ensure enforcement. 

In 1976 certain state-chartered 
institutions in Massachusetts were 
granted an exemption by the Board 
based on the Board's finding that 
substantial similarity of laws and 
adequate provision for enforcement than 
existed. This.exemption was continued 
by the Board in 1982 based on 
amendments to the state law that 
conformed with revisions made to the 
federal provisions. In 1989, the Financial 
Institutions Reform, Recovery, and 
Enforcement Act made major revisions 
to HMDA. (FIRREA, Pub. L. No. 101-73, 
section 1211, 103 State. 183 {1989).) The 
Board subsequently published revisions 
to Regulation C to implement these 
statutory changes (54 FR 51356, 
December 15, 1989). Based on the 

‘Board's determination that substantial 
similarity no longer.existed as.a result of 
the FIRREA amendments, the Board 
subsequently published an order 
terminating the exemption for state- 
chartered financial institutions in 
Massachusetts, effective on January 1, 

. 1990 (55 FR.5443, February 15; 1990). 

Massachusetts has applied for a new 
exemption for state-chartered financial 
institutions, based on changes the Office 
of the Commissioner of Banks has made 
to the applicable state provisions. These 
amended provisions are found in the 

. Administrative Bulletin of the Office of 

the Commissioner of Banks,:18-2C 

. (revised). of March 12, 1990. Based‘on: 

. these revisions:the Board published a - 

. notice of intent to grant an exemption © 

from the federal HMDA law for: 

Massachusetts-chartered financial - 

institutions and their majority owned ~ 

>, subsidiaries (55 FR 22923, June 5, aaoK 

During the public comment period, two- 

comments were received; both 

supported granting an exemption. 

-., ‘The Board has determined that the~ 
revised Massachusetts home mortgage 
disclosure law. is:‘substantially similar to 
the federal requirements. As with the: - 

- revised Regulation C, ‘the Massachusetts’ 


emia ~eaatine the financial institutions to ote 


-, Feport.the applications for home 

ase and home.improvement loans 
they receive, as well as the institutions’ 
origination and purchase of these. types- 


-of loans. Institutions will report 


information concerning the race or 
national origin, sex, and income of 
applicants and borrowers; and the type 
of purchaser for loans that they sell. As 
before, information will be reported on 


- the location of the properties to which 
the covered loans or applications relate. 


The Massachusetts provisions are to be 
carried out on reports conforming to the 
loan application register prescribed by 
Regulation C. Additionally, adequate 
provision for enforcement exists 
because violators of the Massachusetts 


- law continue to be subject to the 


issuance of a cease-and-desist order by 
the Commissioner, in addition to the 
imposition of other penalties and 
sanctions. 

The Massachusetts home mortgage 
disclousre law covers the majority- 
owned mortgage banking subsidiaries of 
state-chartered depository institutions, 
in addition to the depository institutions 
themselves. Pursuant to an April 30, 
1990 Opinion from the Banki 


_ Commissioner (Reference No. 90-2) that 
‘accompanied the Massachusetts 


application, these subsidiaries will file 
reports with the Commissioner 
separately from the reports of their 
parent institutions. Additionally, the 
Opinion makes clear that majority- 
owned non-depository subsidiaries are 
deemed to have a home or a branch | 
office in an MSA if they took 
applications for, originated, or 
purchased five or more home purchase 
or home improvement loans in that MSA 
during the previous calendar year. The 
incorporation of these provisions by the 
Commissioner further ensures 
conformity with federal requirements. 


-- As'set forth'in the order below, the 


Board is‘granting an exemption to state- 
chartered financial institutions in 
Massachusetts and their majority- 
owned subsidiaries from the federal 
law. Beginning with the reports for the 
1990 calendar‘year, these institutions 
shall file their annual mortgage 
disclosure reports with the 
Massachusetts’ Banking Commissioner, 


‘ and not wih their federal supervisory 
~- agency. The exemption does not apply | 
» to non-depository subsidiaries of 
- Massachusetts-chartered bank holding. 
‘companies or savings association 


holding companies, or to independent 
mortgage lenders licensed in 


: Massachusetts. These financial 


institutions continue to be subject to the 
federal law. 


(2) Onder of exemption. The Bord: 


finds that the Massachusetts home 


mortgage disclosure 


requirements, . 
-contained in the Administrative’ Bulletin. 


of the Office of the Commissioner of 


- Banks, 18-2C (revised) of March 12, 1990 


and in an April 30, 1990 Opinion from: 
the Commissioner (Reference No. 90-2) 
are substantially similar to the federal 
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act and 
Regulation C. Additionally, adequate 
provision exists for the enforcement of 
the state requirements by the 
Massachusetts Banking Commissioner. 
The Board hereby grants an exemption 
applicable to Massachusetts-chartered 
financial institutions and their majority- 
owned subsidiaries from the federal 
HMDA requirements, effective January 
1, 1990. Exempt institutions shall comply 
with the mortgage disclosure data 
collection requirements of 
Massachusetts as of that date. 

The Massachusetts Commissioner 
shall submit the institutions home 
mortgage disclosure reports to the 
Federal Financial Institutions 
Examination Council (FFIEC) or its 
designee for compilation and 
aggregation at such time and in such 
manner as determined by the FFIEC. 
The Commissioner shall also advise the 
Board within 30 days of the occurrence 
of any change in the relevant home 
mortgage disclosure laws of 
Massachusetts. 

By order of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, August 16, 1990. 
William W. Wiles, 

Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 90-19752 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
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RESOLUTION TRUST CORPORATION 
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Real Estate Appraisals 


AGENCY: Resolution Trust Corporation. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Title XI of the Federal 
Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, 
and Enforcement Act of 1989 © 
(“FIRREA”) ! requires the Resolution 
Trust Corporation (“RTC”) to‘adopt 
regulations regarding the performance 
and utilization of appraisalsin - 
connection with federally related 
transactions under its jurisdiction. Tite 
XI and these implementing regulations 
are — to protect federal Mnancial 


* Pub. L. No. 101-73, 109° Stat. 183 (ieee). 





and public policy interests in real estate- 
related financial transactions fie 
the services of an appraiser. This 

regulation, and similar regulations 
adopted by the federal financial 
institutions regulatory agencies 2 
provide the affected federal entities with 
added assurance that real estate 
appraisals used in connection with 
Federal responsibilities and 
requirements are performed in 
accordance with uniform standards by 
individuals whose competency has been 
demonstrated and whose professional 
conduct will be subject to effective 
supervision. Toward this end, the 
regulation identifies which transactions 
require an appraisal, sets forth 
standards for performing appraisals, and 
distinguishes those appraisals requiring 
the services of a State certified 
appraiser from those requiring a State 
licensed appraiser. 

partes: Effective Date: The effective 
date of this regulation is September 21, 
1990. 

Compliance Dates. Appraisals 
performed in connection with federally 
related transactions are to comply with 
the standards set forth in this regulation 
as of September 21, 1990. State certified 
or licensed appraisers, as appropriate, 
will be required for appraisals 
performed in connection with federally 
related transactions as of July 1, 1991, 
unless this deadline is extended by the 
Appraisal Subcommittee for a given 
state pursuant to provisons of title XL 
Appraisals for real estate-related 
financial transactions entered into 
before the regulation's effective date do 
not have to comply with the standards 
of this regulation; moreover, sales of 
loans that were originated before such 
effective date will not require an 
appraisal to be performed in accordance 
with this regulation. A transaction will 
be deemed entered into and a loan will 
be deemed originated if there is a 
binding commitment to perform that is 
commenced before the effective date of 
this regulation. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David R. Wiley, Review Appraiser, (202) 
416-7136, Robert Dodge, Assistant 
Director for Real Estate Disposition, 
(202) 416-7475, Resolution Trust 

- Corporation, 801 17th Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20006. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


2 The Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System (“PRB”). the Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency (“OCC”"}, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation (“FDIC”), the Office of Thrift 
Supervision (“OTS”), and the National Credit Union 
Administration (“NCUA”) 


A. Background 

Title XI of FIRREA requires the RTC 
to establish standards for performing 
appraisals in connection with federally 
related transactions within its 
jurisdiction. In addition, title XI required. 
the RTC to identify those circumstances 
that require a State certified appraiser 
and those that require a State certified 
or licensed appraiser. In response to this 
legislative mandate, the RTC has 
adopted this regulation which is 
designed to address problems perceived 
by Congress and the RTC. 

Section 1121 of FIRREA defines a 
“federally related transaction” as a real 
estate-related financial transaction 
which, inter alia, requires the services of 
an appraiser. The RTC has required 
State certified or licensed appraisers to 
be used for all real estate-related 
financial transactions except those 
transactions in which {i} a lien is placed 
on real property solely through an 
abundance of caution, (ii) the 
transaction value (as defined in the 
regulation} is less than or equal to 
$50,000, except as may be otherwise 
allowed on individual transactions 
pursuant to procedures to be established 
regarding variances in facts and 
circumstances, (iii) the transaction 
involves a lease that is not the economic 
equivalent of a purchase or sale; {iv} a 
subsequent transaction is entered into 
resulting from a maturing extension of 
credit under certain circumstances; and 
(v) an interest in pooled loans or 
mortgage-backed securities is purchased 
if the regulatory requirements were met 
at time of origination. The RTC, acting 
pursuant to section 1112 of FIRREA, 
prescribes which categories of federally 
related transactions should be appraised 
by a State certified appraiser and which 
by a State licensed appraiser. 

In addition, the RTC has adopted 
standards, pursuant to section 1110 of 
FIRREA, for the performance of 
appraisals in connection with federally 
related transactions within its 
jurisdiction. These standards require 
that all such appraisals be written and 
that they conform to the Uniform 
Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practice (“USPAP”} promulgated by the 
Appraisal Standards Board of the 
Appraisal Foundation * and the 
additional standards set forth in this 
regulation. 

This regulation is intended to 
supplement the RTC’s appraisal policies 
and guidelines currently in effect. These 


3 The Appraisal Foundation was established by 
several professional appraisal organizations as a 
not-for-profit corporation under the laws of the 
State of Dlinois in order to enhance the quality of 
professional appraisals. 
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policies and guidelines will remain in 
effect, subject to amendment. 

The RTC has adopted this regulation 
to improve the safety and soundness of 
all financial institutions covered by title 
XI within its jurisdiction. The soundness 
of real estate transactions made by the 
RTC and institutions under its primary 
jurisdiction depend upon the adequacy 
of the underwriting or analysis used to 
support these transactions. A real estate 
appraisal is one of the several essential 
components of the liquidation or lending 
process. Accordingly, through the 
integration of existing guidance on real 
estate appraisals with the additional 
requirements imposed by title XI, this 
regulation is intended to provide the 
affected entities with a reasonable 
degree of assurance that real estate 
appraisals used in connection with 
federally related transactions will be 
reliable. 

The appraisal standards set forth are 
required to be effective not later than 
September 21, 1990. As indicated above, 
title XI mandates that these standards 
require compliance with, at a minimum, 
the USPAP. The RTC anticipates 
publishing the applicable USPAP 
standards as an appendix to this rule at 
a later date. The RTC intends to solicit 
comment on the USPAP in order to 
collect the broadest possible comment 
regarding appraisal standards for 
federally related transactions, including 
those standards incorporated in the rule. 
Upon receipt of those comments, the 
RTC thereafter may propose 
amendments to this regulation, should it 
be deemed appropriate. 


B. Response to Comments 
On February 22, 1990 (55 FR 6283), the 


RTC issued for comment proposed rules 


to implement title XI of FIRREA. The 
RTC received a total of thirty responses 
to its proposed rule. Responses received 
by both the Appraiser Qualifications 
Board and the Appraisal Standards 
Board of the Appraisal Foundation, four 
appraisal firms, six appraisal 
organizations, eleven trade or 
professional groups involved in various 
aspects of the underwriting process, four 
government agencies, one bank holding 
company, one RTC office, and one 
mortgage insurance firm. All responses 
were carefully reviewed. This summary, 
however, discusses the principal issues 
raised by the comments. 


Section 1608.1 Authority, Purpose, and 
Scope 


The RTC received a comment’ 
suggesting that title XI of FIRREA did 
not authorize the RTC to promulgate the 
section of the regulation which prohibits 
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discrimination on the basis of 
membership in appraisal ions. 
Although the RTC believes that ali parts 
of the regulation are promulgated in 
accordance with the authority granted 
under title XI to issue rules with respect 
to real estate appraisal standards and 
qualifications for real estate appraisers 
(see section 1110 of FIRREA, 12 U.S.C. 
3339, section 1116 of FIRREA, 12 U.S.C. 
3345, and section 1122(c) of FIRREA, 12 
U.S.C. 3351), the RTC is amending this 
section by referencing 12 U.S.C. 
1441a{b}{12), and 12 U.S.C. saan cM2KC) 
as additional authority for the 

provisions contained in the rule. 


Section 1608.2 Definitions 


Comments were received on the 
following definitions: 

Appraisal. Two parties commented 
that the definition of appraisal should be 
clarified. A suggestion was made that 
the RTC should state that the definition 
should not include appraisals of 
personal property or businesses. Also, a 
comment was made that the RTC should 
define “appraisal” as the process of 
developing an opinion of market value, 
and separately define “appraisal report” 
as the written statement of an opinion of 
market value. 

While the proposed rule and final rule 
generally do not cover appraisals of 
personal property, each would require 
an appraiser to separately value 
personal property included in an 
appraisal of real estate. See 12 CFR 
1608.4{a)(13). Also, while several entities 
separately define appraisal and 
appraisal report (as in the USPAP), the 
RTC will retain the proposed definition 
in the final rule because of the 
definition’s widespread use and 
acceptance among governmental 
agencies and private entities, and 
because the definition better relates to 
the statutory requirement that afl 
appraisals issued for federally related 
transactions be in writing. 

Complex 1- to 4-family residential 
property appraisal. The issue most 
frequently addressed by the various 
respondents related to the definition of a 
complex 1- to 4-family residential 
property appraisal. The RTC received a 
total of eleven comments on this matter. 
Many of these comments expressed the 
difficulty of determining whether a 1- to 
4-family residential property appraisal is 
or is not compiex before the appraisal is 
performed. More than one party 
expressed the opinion that because of 
this difficulty, regulated institutions may 
feel obligated to err on the conservative 
side and use State certified appraisers 
for all 1- to 4-family residential property 
appraisals. Additional related comments 
were received suggesting that it would 


be possible to find one or more of the 
atypical factors listed in the definition in 
almost all real property, with the result 
that all residential would 
have to be appraised by State certified 
appraisers. 

The definition in. the final rule has 
been changed to clarify that a 
residential real estate appraisal is 
considered complex when the property 
to be appraised, the form of ownership, 
or market conditions are atypical, and 
not solely because of the presence or 
absence of the particular factors cited in 
the proposed rule. The list of atypical 
factors which appeared in the 
tule has been moved to the section-by- 
section analysis of the preamble to 
emphasize that this list is only 
illustrative. Also, as discussed more 
fully below, the final rule adopts a 
presumption that residential real estate 
appraisals are non-complex and allows 
State licensed appraisers to perform 
complex 1- to 4-family residential 
property appraisals if the transaction 
value is less than $250,000. 

Market value. The RTC received 
several comments regarding the 
definition of market-value. One 
respondent argued that the complete 
definition of the term, including the 
paragraph regarding adjustments to 
comparables for special or creative 
financing or sales concessions, be 
included in the rule. The RTC believes 
that the definition that appeared in the 
proposed rule is complete and the 
explanatory paragraph is not necessary 
for full understanding of the definition, 
and, therefore, the explanatory 
paragraph is more properly located in 
the preamble. One commenter believes 
the RTC should be able to use other 
definitions of market value if necessary; 
however, the RTC believes that 
widespread acceptance and use of this 
definition will provide consistency to 
appraisals. Furthermore, the RTC 
maintains the ability to request other 
value estimates in addition to the 
market value estimate as indicated in 
the regulation. 

Transaction value. The RTC received 
two comments regarding the definition 
of transaction value. One entity 
requested that the definition be changed 


to clarify that the transaction value for — 


loans delivered for sale or used in 
mortgage-backed securities is the value 
of the individual loans and not the 
aggregate of all of the loans. A new 
subsection has been added to this 
definition in the final rule to make it 
clear that the definition is meant to 
apply to each loan in a mortgage-backed 
security, or other sale of an interest in a 
portfolio of ioans, and not the aggregate 
value of the portfolio or the interest in 


the portfolio purchased. This is 
consistent with the intent of title XI that 
real estate loans be supported by 
appraisals performed by ap 
trained appraisers without requiring that 
each residential mortgage purchased for 
inclusion in an issue of mortgage-backed 
securities be reappraised by a State 
certified appraiser. 


Section 1608.3 Transactions Requiring 
State Certified or Licensed Appraisers 


Comments were received on the 
— subsections of the proposed 
rule: 

(a) Appraisal not required. The 
proposed rule recognized that not all 
real estate-related financial transactions 
would require an appraisal and 
identified two instances in which an 
appraisal performed by a licensed or 
certified appraiser would not be 
required: (1) Where a real estate-related 
financial transaction has a transaction 
value less than or equal to a de minimis 
value set at $15,000 in the proposed rule; 
and (2) where a lien on real property has 
been taken as collateral solely through 
an abundance of caution and the terms 
as a consequence have not been made 
more favorable than they would have 
been in the absence of the lien. The RTC 
received several comments regarding 
these two provisions. 

The RTC received seven comment 
letters regarding the proposed de 
minimis level of $15,000, at which level 
or below an appraisal performed by a 
State certified or licensed appraiser 
would not have been required. Some 
comment letters expressed support of 
the level, some expressed the opinion 
that the de minimis level should be 
lower, while others believed the level 
should be raised to $50,000 or $100,000. 
Furthermore, one party believed that 
any der minimis \evel would provide a 
loophole for parties trying to evade the 
intent of this provision. The RTC is 
adopting a de minimis level of $50,000 
whereby a real estate-related financial 
transaction with a transaction value of 
$50,000 or less would not require an 
appraisal. Such transaction value would 
apply, except as may otherwise be 
provided pursuant to published 
procedures to be established for 
individual transactions where variances 
in facts and circumstances indicate that 
a different standard is appropriate, in 
order to further the goal of maximizing 
the net present value return from the 
sale or other disposition of assets. The 
RTC believes that not requiring 
appraisals in accordance with the 
standards of this rule for transactions 
with values of $50,000 or less will still 
result in the protection of Federal 
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financial and public policy interests. 
Furthermore, the RTC is requiring that 
any properties not requiring an 
appraisal pursuant to this rule have a 
well documented evidence of value. 
Also, the RTC realizes that reliable 
appraisals will still be required by 
FNMA, FHLMC, and GNMA for 
collateral of any loans that will be 
securitized and sold into the secondary 
mortgage market, even if appraisals are 
not required under this rule. 

A few comments requested 
clarification of this term. The RTC has 
not amended the regulation, but has 
clarified in the preamble that this 
exception is to be applied only in those 
circumstances where the terms of a 
transaction have not been made more 
favorable than they would in the 
absence of a lien on the property. 
Comments on the “abundance of 
caution” portion of the proposed rule 
generally requested additional guidance 
on how this aspect of the rule should be 
applied. The RTC views the “abundance 
of caution” exception to the requirement 
to obtain an appraisal as a narrow one. 

The RTC has further clarified when an 
appraisal will not be required in 
accordance with this regulation for 
certain real estate-related financial 
transactions. An appraisal will not be 
required for lease transactions, unless 
the lease is the economic equivalent of a 
sale. Additionally, an appraisal will not 
be required for the renewal of a real 
estate-related financial transaction 
under certain conditions. Finally, an 
appraisal will not be required when 
purchasing pooled loans or interests in 
real property, including mortgage 
backed securities, provided that the 
appraisal prepared for each pooled loan 
or real property interest met the 
requirements of this regulation, if 
applicable, at the time of origination. 
Regarding this last issue, the RTC 
received one comment suggesting that 
the rule clarify whether an appraisal 
would be required for the sale of 
seasoned loans in a loan pool. 

(b) Transactions requiring State 
certified appraisers. The proposed rule 
required the use of State certified 
appraisers for all federally related 
transactions: {i) Not involving 1- to 4- 
family residential property; (ii) involving 
1- to 4-family residential properties if 
the transaction value exceeds $1,000,000; 
and (iii) involving complex 1- to 4-family 
residential property appraisals. The RTC 
received seven comments regarding the 
use of State certified versus State 
licensed appraisers. A few respondents 
suggested that the rule should recognize 
two classes of State certified appraisers, 
general certification and residential 


certification, in addition to State 
licensed appraisers. Three commenters 
suggested that State licensed appraisers 
should be allowed to perform appraisals 
on properties other than 1- to 4-family 
residential properties. Finally, one 
commenter proposed that only State 
certified appraisers should be allowed 
to perform appraisals on Jumbo non- 
conforming residential properties. 

In response to these comments, the 
RTC has amended the provision 
regarding when State certified 
appraisers are required. Under the final 
rule, a certified appraiser will be 
required in three instances: First, for all 
transactions having a transaction value 
of $1,000,000 or more; second, for 
transactions involving an interest in 1- 
to 4-family residential real estate if the 
transaction value is $250,000 or more 
and the appraisal is complex; and third, 
for transactions involving an interest in 
real estate other than a 1- to 4-family 
residential property if the transaction 
value is $250,000 or more. 

As discussed earlier, several 
commenters were concerned that the 
definition of complex 1- to 4-family 
residential property was too subjective 
and could be interpreted too broadly. To 
further address this concern, the final 
rule permits regulated institutions to 
presume that any 1- to 4-family 
residential property is non-complex, 
subject to the institution's responsibility 
to nevertheless determine whether a 1- 
to 4-family residential property 
appraisal is complex. 

(c) Transactions requiring either State 
certified or licensed appraisers. 
Consistent with the changes outlined 
above, State licensed or certified 
appraisers will be permitted to perform 
all appraisals rendered in connection 
with a federally related transaction 
having a transaction value less than 
$250,000, and for all non-complex 
appraisals of 1- to 4-family residential 
properties below $1,000,000. 


Section 1608.4 Appraisal Standards 


The RTC received a number of 
comments regarding the minimum 
standards provision of this section. 

(a) Minimum standards. In 
accordance with section 1110 of 
FIRREA, 12 U.S.C. 3339, the proposed 
rule required appraisals prepared in 
connection with federally related 
transactions be in writing and 
performed in accordance with generally 
accepted appraisal standards as 
evidenced by the Appraisal Standards 
Board of the Appraisal Foundation. In 
addition, the proposed rule identified 
additional standards for real estate 
appraisals performed in connection with 
federally related transactions. Two 


commenters were generally supportive 
of the additional standards, while one 
party indicated that the additional 
standards were unnecessary. 

Compliance with USPAP; departure 
provision. Several comments expressed 
concern that the Appraisal Foundation 
is not representative of the entire 
appraisal industry, and therefore, the 
RTC should not adopt the standards as 
promulgated by the Appraisal Standards 
Board of the Appraisal Foundation. 
Additionally, three comments were 
received questioning whether the public 
has had an adequate opportunity to 
comment on the standards set forth in 
the USPAP. A comment was also 
received that the RTC should allow use 
of the Departure Provision of the USPAP 
for federally related transactions. 

The RTC’s final rule requires 
compliance with the USPAP and 
additional standards established by the 
RTC. This is consistent with the 
requirements of title XI of FIRREA that 
appraisals must conform, at a minimum, 
to the USPAP, for all federally related 
transactions. Accordingly, the RTC has 
not deleted the reference to the 
Appraisal Foundation, although the RTC 
did clarify that the standards have been 
adopted by the Appraisal Standards 
Board of the Appraisal Foundation. 

As noted above, the RTC intends to 
solicit public comment on the applicable 
standards of USPAP, and may amend 
this regulation in response to comments 
received. 

The RTC remains of the opinion that 
the Departure Provision in the USPAP is 
inconsistent with the intent of title XI, 
and therefore the RTC has not amended 
this part of the standard. 

Sales history. The RTC received one 
comment that disclosure of the prior 
history of a 1-to-4 family residential 
property should be longer. The RTC 
believes that this provision as proposed 
is adequate and that longer sales 
histories for these properties may be 
burdensome, therefore, the RTC has not 
amended this standard. The RTC also 
received a comment that disclosure of 
the sales history of nonresidential 
property should be shorter. The RTC 
remains of the opinion that disclosure of 
a three year sales history of these types’ 
of properties is necessary. 

Rents and vacancies. A comment was 
received on this standard stating that 
the RTC should also require an 
appraiser to analyze and report current 
expenses for income producing property. 
The standard has been changed to 
incorporate that suggestion and to 
substitute revenues for rents to clarify 
that income generated by the property 
from sources that may not constitute 
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rents should also be analyzed and 
reported. 

Deductions and discounts. The RTC 
received one comment that a value other 
than “as is” may be appropriate under 
certain circumstances. The RTC has 
clarified the preamble discussion of this 
standard that an “as is” value is only 
one component of an appraisal, and that 
it is necessary to enable the regulated 
institution to obtain other estimates of 
market value under differing possible 
scenarios. The RTC also received one 
comment stating that deductions and 
discounts are difficult to forecast with 
any certainty. While there is some 
validity to this point, the RTC still 
believes that this additional standard is 
appropriate and necessary. 


Section 1608.5 Appraiser 
Independence 

A number of parties responded to the 
appraiser independence provisions of 
the proposed rule. While there was 
general support for these provisions, 
some parties believed that the 
independence provisions relating to staff 
appraisers required modification or 
further separation between the 
appraisal and lending functions of 
regulated institutions. However, the 
RTC has not revised the staff appraiser 
independence provision from the 
proposed rule and preamble since it is 
believed that this provision adequately 
furthers the goal of appraiser 
independence. 

One comment was received stating 
that the provision requiring that fee 
appraisers must be employed by the 
regulated institution is burdensome of 
borrowers, since they would have to pay 
for different appraisals required by each 
potential lender. The RTC agrees that a 
borrower who has contacted several 
lending institutions about obtaining a 
loan should not have to pay for different 
appraisals. For this reason, the RTC has 
amended that provision regarding fee 
appraisers to permit an appraisal to be 
used by more than one financial 
institution subject to the requirements of 
title XI under certain circumstances. 

However, the RTC has not made any 
additional modifications to this 
provision. The RTC received one 
comment stating that there should be a 
prchibition against real estate brokers 
performing appraisals on properties that 
they are also selling. The RTC believes 
that the current language of this 
provision makes clear that this situation 
is not alowed under the rule. 


Section 1608.6 Membership in 

Appraisal Organizations; Competency 
The RTC received two comments 

regarding the appraisal organization 


membership provision. As noted above, 
one respondent believed that the RTC 
does not have the statutory powers to 
promulgate this provision. However, the 
RTC, based on the legislative history of 
FIRREA and the language of section 
1122(c) of FIRREA, continues to believe 
that any regulated institution should be 
prohibited from basing decisions 
regarding the employment of appraisers 
solely on membership or lack of 
membership in an appraisal 
organization. Accordingly, this provision 
has not been amended. However, it 
should be emphasized that this 
provision does not prohibit an entity 
from considering membership in an 
appraisal organization, only that it may 
not be the sole determining factor in 
accepting or rejecting an appraiser. \ 
General comments regarding effective 
dates. The RTC received several 
comments regarding the effective dates 
of this regulation, particularly regarding 
the effective date for requiring State 
certified and licensed appraisers. Also, 
there was a concern whether the sale of 
seasoned loans in a loan pool would 
require a new appraisal at the time of 
the loan sale. The RTC has clarified the 
effective and compliance dates of this 
rule in the preamble, as noted above. 


C. Section-by-Section Analysis 
Section 1608.1 Authority, Purpose, and 
Scope 


This section identifies title X1 of 
FIRREA and other law as the authority 
under which this regulation is 
promulgated. Further, it states who must 
comply with the regulation, including 
the RTC in any of its capacities when 
disposing of real estate obtained from 
an insured depository institution or the 
receiver or conservator of such an 
institution, and by institutions or the 
estates thereof for which the RTC has 
been appointed conservator or receiver 
(collectively referred to herein as 
“regulated institutions”). 

Section 1608.2 Definitions 

Except where noted below, the 
definitions set forth in title XI shall 
apply to the terms used in this 
regulation. 

—Appraisal, This definition currently 
is used by nineteen federal agencies.* 
The RTC believes that this widespread 
use and acceptance will produce 
consistent appraisals. 

—Complex 1- to 4-family residential 
property appraisal. Section 1113 of 
FIRREA allows the use of a State 


* See 49 CFR part 24, “Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Regulations for Federal and Federally Assisted 
Programs”. 


licensed appraiser for, among other 
federally related transactions, 1--to 4- 
family residential property appraisals, — 
“unless the size and complexity requires 
a State certified appraiser.” The RTC 
deems a “complex 1-to-4 family 
residential property appraisal’ to be one 
in which the property to be appraised, 
form of ownership, or market conditions 
are atypical. Examples of atypical 
factors may inchide age of 
improvements, architectural style, size 
of improvements, size of lot, 
neighborhood land use, potential 
environmental hazard liability, 
leasehold interests, or other unusual 
factors. This list is Mustrative only. 

Market value. This definition is 
commonly used in connection with 
mortgage lending by a number of 
government agencies and others. The 
definition contemplates the 
consummation of a sale as of a specified 
date and the passing of title from seller 
to better under open and competitive 
market conditions requisite to a fair 
sale. It is designed to provide an 
accurate and reliable measure of the 
economic potential of property involved 
in federally related transactions. 
Moreover, the RTC believes that 
widespread acceptance and use of this 
definition will provide consistency to 
appraisals. 

In applying this definition of market 
value, adjustments to the comparables 
must be made for special or creative 
financing or sales concessions. No 
adjusiments are necessary for those 
costs that are normally paid by sellers 
as a result of tradition or law in a 
market area; these costs are readity 
identifiable since the seller pays these 
costs in virtually all sales transactions. 
Special or creative financing 
adjustments can be made to the 
comparable property by comparisons to 
financing terms offered by a third party 
financial institution that is not already 
involved in the property or transaction. 
Any adjustment should not be 
calculated on a mechanical dollar-for- 
dollar cost of the financing or 
concession, but the dollar amount of any 
adjustment should approximate the 
market's reaction to the financing or 
concessions based on the appraiser's 
judgment.® 


5 This paragraph regarding comparables is taken 
from the standard definition of “market value” used 
by the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation 


including this paragraph in the preamble rather than 
the regulation, the RTC does not intend to suggest 
any change én the interpretation or application of 
the definition ef “market velue™ as this term 
currently is ased. 
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Real estate-related financial 
transaction. This definition is the same 
as that set forth in section 1121(5) of 
FIRREA, except that “and” is replaced 
with “or” throughout so as to clarify the 
intent of Congress. 

State certified appraiser. This 
classification applies to appraisers who 
are recognized by the states as being 
more knowledgeable of and experienced 
in appraisals than are licensed 
appraisers. Section 1116 of FIRREA 
contemplates that each state or territory 
will adopt standards and procedures, 
consistent with the purposes of title XI, 
for obtaining the designation of “State 
certified appraiser.” To be consistent 
with title XI, each state’s standards and 
procedures must require its certified 
appraisers to meet, at a minimum, the 
criteria for certification issued by the 
Appraiser Qualifications Board of the 
Appraisal Foundation. Moreover, no 
state or territory may certify an 
appraiser under title IX unless that 
individual passes an examination, 
administered by the state or territory, 
that is consistent with and equivalent to 
the Uniform State Certification 
Examination issued or endorsed by the 
Appraisal Foundation. The rule does not 
prevent a state from establishing 
additional certification criteria. 

Under FIRREA, the RTC is authorized 
to establish certification criteria in 
addition to those adopted by a given 
state. Additionally, the Appraisal 
Subcommittee of the Federal Financial 
Institutions Examination Council may 
issue a written finding that the 
certification criteria of a state or 
territory are inadequate for special 
reasons. Thus, an individual may be a 
“State certified appraiser” only if (a) the 
individual complies with all state- 
imposed criteria and additional criteria, 
if any, imposed by the RTC, and (b) the 
appraiser certifications and licenses of a 
state have not been rejected by the 
Appraisal Subcommittee. 

State licensed appraiser. Each state 
may elect to adopt licensing criteria that 
are less rigorous than certification 
criteria. However, licensing criteria must 
be adequate to protect federal financial 
and public policy interests. For example, 
simply “grandfathering” all existing 
appraisers generally would not be 
acceptable. Rather, the states and 
territories are to design criteria that will 
insure that licensed appraisers will have 
the experience and training sufficient to 
perform 1-to-4 family residential 
property appraisals that are below the 
dollar thresholds set forth in this 
regulation and that are not “complex 1- 
to-4 family residential property 
appraisals” as this term is defined. 


The Appraisal Subcommittee has” 
indicated that in its statutory oversight 
of the state licensing process it expects 
the states to adopt meaningful 
qualification standards for licensed . 
appraisers, including testing, experience 
and education requirements. Further, the 
Appraisal Subcommittee has stated its 
position that the qualifications criteria 
for “residential real property appraiser” 
adopted by the Appraiser Qualifications 
Board of the Appraisal Foundation 
satisfy its expectations. While RTC is 
not a member of the Appraisal 
Subcommittee, it fully supports the 
Appraisal Subcommittee position. 

As with State certified appraiser 
criteria, the RTC is authorized to impose 
additional licensing requirements. 
Moreover, the Appraisal Subcommittee 
is charged with monitoring state 
appraiser certifying and licensing 
agencies, and may reject state - 
certifications and licenses if a state's 
appraisal policies, practices, or 
procedures are found to be inconsistent 
with title XI of this regulation. 

Tract development. A tract 
development may consist of units in a 
subdivision, condominium project, 
timeshare project, or any similar project 
meant to be sold as individual units over 
a period of time. A project will be 
deemed to be a tract development if it is 
currently, or is intended to be, offered 
for sale as a single development. 

Transaction value. This definition is 
used to determine which transactions 
must be performed by a State certified 
appraiser and which by a State licensed 
appraiser. The RTC will consider a: - 
series of related transactions as one 
transaction if it appears that a regulated 
institution is attempting to evade the 
requirements of title XI of FIRREA or 
this regulation. 


Section 1608.3 Appraisals Not 
Required; Transactions Requiring a 
State Certified or Licensed Appraiser. 


(a) Appraisals not required. Section 
1121(4) of FIRREA defines a federally 
related transaction as a reai estate- 
related financial transaction that, among 
other things, requires the services of an 
appraiser. The RTC recognizes that not 
all real estate-related financial 
transactions will require an appraiser. 
For instance, an appraisal would not be 
needed where a lien on real property 
has been taken as collateral solely 
through an abundance of caution. 
Collateral will be deemed to be taken in 
an abundance of caution where the 
terms as a consequence have not been 
made more favorable than they would 
have been in the absence of the lien. - 
Accordingly, this exception is. intended. 
to have very limited application. In 


addition, the RTC does not require an 
appraisal for a real estate-related 
financial transaction having a’ *** 
transaction value of $50,000 or less. Such 
transaction value would apply except as 
may otherwise be provided pursuant to 
published procedures to.be established 
for individual transactions where 
variances in facts and circumstances 
indicate that a different standard is 
appropriate, in order to further the goal 
of maximizing the net present value 
return from the sale or other disposition 
of assets. A third instance where an 
appraisal is not required is a lease that 
is not the economic equivalent of a 
purchase or sale of real estate. An 
example of such a lease is a sublease by 
a bank of a portion of its premises to an 
unrelated third party. On the other hand, 
an assignment of a lease as:collateral 
for the extension of credit would be the 
economic equivalent of a purchase or 
sale. The RTC will also not require an 
appraisal of real estate collateral for the 
renewal of a loan, provided.that the 
borrower has made.all scheduled _. 
payments under the note, no.new funds 
are advanced, the borrower remains 
creditworthy, and market conditions 
and physical aspects of the property 
have not materially deteriorated which 
would threaten the institution’s 
collateral protection. Finally, an 
appraisal will not be required if a 
regulated institution purchases an 
interest in a loan secured by real 
property or mortgage-backed securities, 
if the underlying collateral was 
appraised in accordance with this 
regulation at the time the loan was 
originated. If the property was not 
adequately appraised, then the 
regulated institution must order an 
appraisal of each property that serves as 
collateral. 

The RTC has concluded that the de 
minimis amount raised to. $50,000 
continues to protect federal financial 
and policy interest while reducing the 
cost of compliance to the public and 
regulated institutions. The RTC may 
change the de minimis amount should 
additional experience with the rule 
indicate a different level is appropriate. 
For transactions below the de minimis 
level, the RTC does not intend to 
discourage any regulated institution 
from obtaining an appraisal in 
accordance with this regulation. In 
addition, any real estate-related 
financial transaction that does not 
require an appraisal will still have to 
comply with the RTC policies and 
procedures. Pursuant to these policies 
and procedures, all institutions must 
obtain:dn adequate evaluation of the 
real estate property or collateral bya * 
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‘competent person (who need not be a 
certified or licensed appraiser) before 
entering into any real estate-related 
financial transaction below the de 
minimis level. 

(b) Transactions requiring a State 
certified appraiser. Title XI requires a 
State certified appraiser to be used if the 
size of the transaction and the 
complexity of the appraisal warrants the 
expertise of a State certified appraiser. 
The regulation requires a State certified 
appraiser to be used in three instances. 
First, all appraisals in connection with 
federally related transactions having a 
transaction value of $1,000,000 or more 
require a State certified appraiser, 
regardless of complexity. Second, all 
federally related transactions having a 
transaction value equal to or greater 
than $250,000, except those involving 
appraisals of 1- to 4-family residential 
properties, require a State certified 
appraiser. Third, 1- to 4-family 
residential property appraisals require a 
State certified appraiser if the 
transaction value is $250,000 or more 
and the appraisal will be complex. 

Before hiring an appraiser, the 
institution should assess the project to 
determine the qualifications that an 
appraiser will need to complete the 
appraisal assignment and whether the 
transaction, due to its complexity, would 
require a State certified appraiser. A 
regulated institution may presume that 
appraisals of 1- to 4-family residential 
property are not complex, unless the 
institution has readily available 
information that suggests that a given 
appraisal will be complex. If the 
institution or assigned appraiser 
discovers during the assignment that the 
transaction is atypical or beyond the 
appraiser's expertise, the appraiser is 
required to disclose this situation to the 
institution and take the necessary action 
to remedy the deficiency. A State 
certified appraiser could then be 
employed or the State licensed 
appraiser could complete the appraisal 
and have a State certified appraiser 
review and co-sign the appraisal report. 

(c) Transactions requiring either a 
State certified or licensed appraiser. 
Any federally related transaction that 
does not require the services of a State 
certified appraiser must be performed 
by, at a minimum, a State licensed 
appraiser. State licensed appraisers may 
perform appraisals rendered in 
connection with any federally related 
transaction having transaction value up 
to, but not including, $250,000. In 
addition, State licensed appraisers may 
perform appraisals of 1- to 4-family 
residential property for transactions 


with a value up to $1,000,000 if the 
appraisal will not be complex. 


Section 1608.4 Appraisal Standards 


(a) Minimum standards. Section 1110 
of FIRREA instructs the RTC to 
prescribe appropriate standards for the 
performance of appraisals made in 
connection with federally related 
transactions within its jurisdiction. 
Further, section 1110 mandates that the 
standards require, at a minimum, that 
appraisals be written and that they 
conform to generally accepted appraisal 
standards as evidenced by those issued 
by the Appraisal Standards Board of the 
Appraisal Foundation. The RTC is 
empowered to require compliance with 
additional appraisal standards if it 
makes a written determination that such 
additional standards are required in 
order to properly carry out its statutory 
responsibilities. Section 1608.4 of the 
regulation incorporates the minimum 
standards set forth in the statute, while 
listing additional criteria that shall 
apply to all appraisals performed in 
connection with federally related 
transactions. 

In enacting title XI of FIRREA, 
Congress was responding to perceived 
problems in the appraisal industry. 
These problems were identified by the 
House Committee on Government 
Operations during a series of hearings,® 
and have been cited repeatedly in the 
legislative history of title XI.?7 The RTC 
has adopted the foliowing standards to 
further the legislative intent in 
addressing these problems. These 
standards are designed to contribute to 
safe and sound banking practices by 
requiring reliable appraisal reports. 

—(1) Compliance with USPAP; 
departure provision. This standard 
incorporates the current standards in 
the USPAP, and clarifies that the 
Departure Provision ® in the USPAP is 
inapplicable to appraisals conducted in 
connection with federally related 
transactions within the RTC’s 
jurisdiction. The RTC believes that the 
Departure Provision allows appraisal 
services to be performed which produce 
something different from an “appraisal” 


* House Comm. on Government Operations, 
Impact.of Appraisal Problems on Real Estate 
Lending, Mortgage Insurance, and Investment in the 
Secondary Market, H.R. 99-891, 99th Cong., 2d Sess. 
(1986). 

7 See, e.g., 135 Cong. Rec. $4004 (daily ed. April 
17, 1989) (Statement of Sen. Dodd); H.R. Rep. No. 
100-1001, 100th Cong. 2d Sess. pt. 1, at 19, 21-26; 133 
Cong. Rec. H10709 (daily ed. Nov. 20, 1987) 
(statement of Cong. Barnard); 132 Cong. Rec. H3452 
(daily ed. June 6, 1986) (statement of Cong. Barnard). 

® The Departure Provision enables appraisers to 
“perform an assignment that calls for something less 
than or different from the work that would 
otherwise be required by the {USPAP].” 


as contemplated by title XI of FIRREA. 
For instance, in accordance with the 
Departure Provision and consistent with 
current USPAP requirements, a letter 
opinion might be produced that could be 
silent about trends of rents, vacancies, 
or overbuilding. Explanatory comments 
in the USPAP regarding the Departure 
Provision in the USPAP cite examples of 
when the departure provision might 
apply; ® however, for purposes of the 
regulation, such services are not 
appraisals as this term is used in title XI. 
The RTC believes that the Departure 
Provision in the USPAP allows for the 
omission of data that should be included 
in developing and reporting all 
appraisals rendered in connection with 
federally related transactions and, 
therefore, has determined that the -. 
Departure Provision shall not apply to 
such appraisals. 

The RTC (or other appropriate body) 
will solicit comment on any revisions to 
the USPAP that are relevant to federally 
related transactions, Changes to-the 
USPAP made after the date this 
regulation is published shall not be 
applicable to federally related 
transactions until there has been notice 
of the changes and the opportunity for 
interested. persons to comment. 

—(2) Disclosure of competency. An 
appraiser is required to have the 
appropriate knowledge and experience 
that will be required to complete an 
assignment competently. If such 
knowledge and experience is initially 
lacking, the appraiser must disclose in 
the appraisal both this fact and the steps 
taken to comply with the Competency 
Provision in the USPAP. 

—(3) Market value. This standard 
requires an appraisal to document an 
appraiser's opinion of a property's 
“market value” as this term is defined. 
The definition of “market value” was 
developed by FNMA and FHLMC with 
the input of many professional appraisal 
organizations. Without such a standard, 
a lender might select a definition of 
value that allows the value of real 
property to be increased by favorable 
financing, going concern value, or 
special value to a specific user. This 
standard proposes to provide to 
interested parties the information 
necessary to determine the value of a 
property. 

—({4) Written appraisals; forms. This 
standard sets forth the legislative 
mandate that all appraisals be written. 


® These examples include introducing into 
evidence during a ‘judicial proceeding a one-page 
summary ‘that incorporates by reference an 
appraiser's file or preparing a brief update of a 
previously prepared appraisal. 





Moreover, it requires an.appraisal to be ~ 


sufficiently descriptive to enable a 
reviewer to readily ascertain the 
estimated value and the 
rationale for that estimate. The 
appraisal may be in a narrative format 
or on a form chosen by an appraiser, but 
the —- must comply with all other 
provisions of the regulation. A form not 
initially designed for use in connection 
with federally related transactions may 
be used provided that it is modified as 
necessary to comply with the 
requirements of title XI and this 
regulation. Regardless of the format 
selected, the appraisal must be able to 
be readily understood by a third party 
and must reflect the complexity of the 
property that is appraised. This will 
enable the reader of the appraisal to 
independently determine its eee 
based upon the characteristics of 
‘Coa pence 
Sales history. This standard is 

maaan to enable a reviewer to 
compare an appraiser's opinion of a 
property's market value with recent 
sales prices. In addition to giving the 
reviewer a basis by which to evaluate 
the accuracy of the subject 
appraisal, it also will assist the reviewer 
in identifying recent trends in market 
prices. For instance, a sales history may 
identify a single sale or a series of sales 
at artificially inflated prices. 

Sales histories are required for one 
year for 1-to-4 family residential 
property and for three years for all other 


hence larger risk to the regulated 
institution incurred, when the loan 
security is not a 1-to-4 family dwelling. 


essential for an accurate picture of the 
market value of an i 


appraisals should be based upon income 
that can realistically be earned under 
current market and economic conditions 
(in light of rents being earned on 
comparable properties), rather than 
upon estimated or projected income that 
cannot be supported by current market 
conditions. If an appraiser reports a high 
current vacancy, this condition may 
require a lender to impose special 
conditions on the loan. 


—(7) Marketing period. This standard 
requires an appraiser to employ a 
marketing period that is reasonable in 
light of a given property's characteristics 
and market conditions, and to disclose 
the assumptions used. An appraiser's 
Opinion of market value will depend in 
part on the appraiser's estimate of how 
long a given piece of property wiii 
remain for sale. For instance, an 

appraisal using a long pening Pe period 
is likely to produce a higher market 
value than would an appraisal using a 
shorter marketing period. This 
information will better enable the reader 
of the appraisal to assess its accuracy. 

—(8} Trend analysis. An appraisal 
should inform the reader of any market 
trends, regardless of whether the trend 
reflects rising or declining values. Such 
trends might include, for example, 
increasing vacancy rates, greater use of 
rent concessions, or declining sales 
prices. Identification of negative trends 
is particularly important so that a 
regulated institution may avoid 
extending credit on the basis of 
insufficient collateral. Market trends 
may be indicated in market activity on 
the subject property, such as listings, 
options, or sales agreements; 

a such activity should be 
disclosed. 

—(9)} Deductions and discounts. This 
standard is designed to avoid having 
appraisals prepared using unrealistic 
assumptions. For federally related 
transactions, an appraisal is to include 
an “as is” market value. This is the 
value of the property in its current 
physical condition and subject to the 
zoning in effect as of the current date of 
value. For properties where 
improvements are te be constructed or 
rehabilitated, the re institution 
may request a value based on stabilized 
occupancy or a value based on the sum 
of retail sales. However, the sum of 
retail sales for a proposed development 
is not the market value of the 
development. For proposed 
developments that involve the sale of 
individual houses, units, or lots, the 
appraiser must analyze and report 
appropriate deductions and discounts 
for holding costs, marketing costs and 
entrepreneurial profit. For proposed and 
rehabilitated rental developments, the 
appraiser must make appropriate 
deductions and discounts for items such 


‘as leasing commissions, rent losses and 


tenant improvements from the market 
value estimate based on stabilized 
occupancy. 

—({10) Prohibited influences. All 
appraisals are to be performed without 
pressure from someone who desires a 
specific value. Accordingly, every 
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appraisal rendered in connection with a 
federally related transaction shall 
include a statement to the effect that _ 
employment of the appraiser was not 
conditioned upon the appraisal 
producing a specific value or a value 
within a given range. Similarly, future 
employment prospects should not be 
dependent upon an appraisal producing 
a specified value. Employment and ~ 
compensation should not be based on 
whether a loan application is approved, 
as this, too, would exert pressure on an 
appraiser to render whatever appraisal 
is necessary for the loan to be approved. 
—{11) Self-contained appraisals. This 


_ standard requires an appraisal to 


contain all information necessary to 
enable a reader of an appraisal to 
understand the appraiser's opinion. The 
appraisal should not incorporate by 
reference a document that is not readily 
available to the reader. Studies prepared 
by a third party should be verified to the 
extent his or her assumptions or 
conclusions are used. In addition, the 
appraiser's acceptance or rejection of a 
third party study and its impact on value 
should be fully explained. The appraisal 
itself should enable the reader to 
understand the conclusion without 
having te refer to numerous other 
documents. Moreover, the conclusion 
must be reasonable in light of the 
information set forth in the appraisal. 
These requirements will force an 
appraiser to obtain adequate data 
before issuing an opinion of value. This 
standard anticipates that a State 
certified or licensed appraiser will 
conduct an appropriate physical 
inspection of the subject property. 
—(12) Legal description. A \egal 
description of the property is to be 
included in en appraisal so as to avoid 
confusion that may arise from less 
precise identification. This requirement 
enables a reader to compare the legal 
description in the appraisal to the legal 
description in the loan documents. The 
legal description is to be provided in 
addition to, and not in lieu of, the 


‘description required in the USPAP. 


—{13) Personal property, fixtures, and 
intangible items. An appraisal is to 
include a separate assessment of 


‘personal property, fixtures, or intangible 


items that are attached to or located on 
real property if the personal property, 
fixture, or intangible item affects the 
market value of the real property. 
Furniture and fixtures should have © 
separate valuations because their 
economic life is shorter than real 
property improvements and may require 
special lending or investment 
considerations. If the personal property, 
fixture, or intangible item is not a part of 
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thes transaction, then this fact should be 


-"“gtated and the impact on market value * 


‘should be disclosed. Favorable loan 

_. financing of any business interest or © 

other intangible item should be valued 
separately within the appraisal. These _ 
requirements. will help provide a reader - 
with a more complete understanding of 
the market value of the real:property as 
it will be at the time the transaction is 
entered into. 

—(14) Use of recognited egipratedl 
approaches. At the request of clients, 
some appaisers have not prepared cost 
estimates of value, estimates of value 
- ‘based on the capitalization of income, or 

value estimates based on direct sales 
comparisons. This standard requires an 
appraiser to address each of these 
recognized approaches to market value 
and explain how each approach was 
used. However, if one or more 
approaches is not used, an appraiser is 
to explain the elimination of any 
approach. This requirement is intended 
to produce appraisals made only after 
the three major approaches.to market 
value have been considered and 
reconciled, thereby improving the 
accuracy of the appraisal..Disclosure of 
the fact that an approach was not used 
will assist the reader in evaluating the 
adequacy of the appraisal. 

(b) Unavailability of information. The 
RTC realizes that some information 
required by the USPAP or this regulation 
to be in an appraisal may, on occasion, 
be unavailable. For example, historic 
rents will not exist for a building under 
construction at the time of appraisal. 
However, an appraisal should inform 
the reader of any material information 
that is unavailable and why such 
information could not be obtained,.so as 
to assist the reader in reviewing the 
appraisal. 

(c) Additional cians The 
standards required by this regulation‘are 
the minimum standards to be met by 
every appraisal made in connection with 
a federally related transaction. However, 
the RTC and regulated institutions may 

employ additional standards if ..... 
circumstances so warrant. 


-» Section 1608.5 Appraiser 
Independence 


An appraiser's goal should be to” 


'- produce an objective oes on the. . 


‘tharket value of a property. Thi 
| objectivity may be cuneprociisad if the’ 
_ appraiser is involved in the transaction, 
such as deciding whether toextend _ 
_ctedit to be secured by such property. 


| Similarly, a direct or indirect interest-in 3 


’ the property appraised may undermine 


the accuracy of the appraisal. A direct © 3 


' interest would arise, for example, by 


owning all or part of the property being © 


- cert 


~ appraised. An indirect interest would 


arise if, for example, an appraiser owns ~ 
propérty adjacent to the parcel being 
appraised. This indirect interest would 
extend to any property whose value is 
likely to be affected by an appraisal, if 
the appraisal is the proximate cause for 
the effect. Moreover, the interest may be 
nonpecuniary; such as a desire to help 
an associate obtain a loan. 

’ To further the goal of appraiser 
independence, the RTC requires that fee 
appraisers (that is, appraisers not 
permanently employed by a given 
regulated institution) be hired by a 
regulated institution or its agent rather 
than the‘borrower. An appraisal 
performed for one regulated institution 
may be used by another if the latter 
institution has adequately reviewed the 
appraisal, documented such review, and 
found the appraisal to have complied 
with this regulation. In order to avoid 
potential conflicts of interest, staff 
appraisers (appraisers that are 
permanently employed by a regulated 
institution) should not be supervised, 
controlled, or influenced by loan 
underwriters, loan officers, or collection 
officers. 

The RTC recognizes that in certain 
cases it may be necessary for loan 
officers and directors to perform 
appraisals. Such cases would depend on 
an institution's particular circumstances; 
an example would be a small institution 
where the only qualified individual to 
perform appraisals is-a loan officer, and 
separating this person from the loan and 
collection departments is impossible. In 
such a situation, the RTC recommends 


_ that this individual perform appraisal 


work on loans in which he or she is not 
otherwise involved. In cases where loan 
officers or directors perform appraisals, 
regulated institutions are expected to 
ensure that the appraisers are qualified 
and that appraisal reports are 
adequate.'° Directors and officers 
should abstain from any vote and/or 


-approval involving assets on which they 


had performed an appraisal. In all, 


. gufficient:safeguards should be in place 
» . to permit appraisers to exercise 
‘independent judgment, thereby ensuring 
‘the validity of the appraisal process. 


Section 1608.6 . Professional 


' Association Membership; Competency 


:-{a)\Membership in appraisal 


organizations. The legislative history of 
: title XI evidences an intent to prohibit 


discrimination against appraisers solely 


_by virtue of membership or lack of 


1@ It should be-noted that directors and officers 
who perform appraisals in connection with 
federally related transactions must be licensed o or 
as appropriate. 


membership in a particular appraisal 
orgatiization.** Accordingly, this 
regulation prohibits any entity covered 
by title XI from basing decisions . 
regarding the employment of appraisers 
solely on membership or lack of | 
membership in an appraisal: 
organization. An institution should ___ 
review the qualifications of appraisers 
rather than the qualifications of 
appraisal organizations to insure that.a 
qualified individual is being employed. 
Membership in an organization may be 
considered; however, it may not be the 
sole determining factor in accepting or 
rejecting an appraiser. 

(b) Competency. The license or 
certification by itself does not prove the 
appraiser's competency. Not all 
appraisers are competent to perform 
every type of appraisal that will be 
needed in connection with federally 
related transactions. For instance, an 
appraiser who is experienced in 
appraising shopping centers may not 
possess sufficient expertise to appraise 
a golf-course. A financial institution 
should look beyond an individual's title 
to determine if he or she has the 
experience and training needed to 
perform the appraisal. This provision is 
not intended to prohibit, in every - 
circumstance, an individual from 
appraising a type of property with which 
he or she is not familiar: However, in 
‘such instances, an appraiser may 
perform the appraisal only in. . 
accordance with the Competency 
Provision in the USPAP. In addition, an 
individual who is not a State certified or 
licensed appraiser may assist in the 
preparation of an appraisal if he or she 
is directly supervised by a licensed or 
certified appraiser (as appropriate), and. 
the appraisal is approved and signed by 
a certified or licensed appraiser. 


Section 1608.7 . Enforcement 


Section 1120 of FIRREA vests the RTC 
with the authority to bring an action for 
civil money penalties againsta 
regulated institution within its 
jurisdiction. The regulation makes clear 
that additional enforcement remedies 
available to the RTC under the Federal. 
Deposit Insurance Act or other statutes 
also'apply. These can include civil 
money penalties and cease and desist 


orders, as well as orders of removal and 
- prohibitions against institutions and 


institution-affiliated parties. FIRREA. 
specifically provides that “institution- 
affiliated parties” includes, but is not 
limited to, appraisers.'? 


1! See, e.g., House Banking Committee Report at 
484; see also H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 101-222, 101st 
Cong., ist Sess., at 457 (1989). 

12 See FIRREA, sections 204(f}(6) and 901{b)(1). 
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regulatory agencies 
attempted to develop uniform 
regulations regarding the Sas 


requirements for federally related 
transactions. However, the agencies and 


appraisers: 

(1) The final regulations, as 
proposed, of RTC, FDIC, OCC, OTS and 
NCUA do not cover real estate-related 
financial transactions having a 
transaction value less than or equal to 
$50,000. The final appraisal regulation as 
proposed by FRB requires appraisals for 
federally related transactions having a 
transaction value greater than $100,000. 

(2) The RTC, FDIC, FRB, OCC and 
OTS allow State licensed appraisers for 
all federally related transactions with 
transaction values less than $250,000. 
The NCUA also allows State licensed 
appraisers for both complex and non- 
complex 1-to-4 family residential real 
estate appraisals with transaction 
_ values up to $250,000, however, it 
requires a State certified appraiser for 
any nonresidential real property 
appraisal with a transaction value 
greater than $100,000. 

Paperwork Reduction Act. The 
collection of information contained in 
§ 1608.4 of this final rule has been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget in accordance with the 
requirements of the Pa 
Reduction Act {44 U.S.C. 3504(h)) under 
control number 3205-0003. The 
estimated average burden associated 
with the collection of information in this 
final rule is 0.25 per response, or a total 
of 93.75 hours per respondent annually. 
This estimate represents the hours that 
are in excess of what institutions should 
prudently already be expending. 

Comments concerning the accuracy of 
this burden estimate and suggestions for 
reducing this burden should be directed 
to the Assistant Executive Secretary 
(Administration), room F-400, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
Washington, DC 20429, and to the Office 
of Management and Budget, Paperwork 
Reduction Project (3205-0003), 
Washington, DC 20503. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis. 
The RTC hereby certifies that the 
regulation is not expected to have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

The RTC expects the regulation to 
increase, to some degree, costs. 
However, increased costs should be 
more than offset by savings realized by 


decreased losses. Since financial 
institutions and the RTC are required to 
use State certified or licensed 
appraisers, the cost of an appraisal 
probably will rise somewhat. Some 
borrowers and purchasers of RTC 
properties may resist the increased 
appraisal cost and decide not te take out 
a real estate loan or decide not to 
purchase the property. Some institutions 
may elect to absorb all or a portion of 
any increased appraisal cost, thereby 
reducing profits. However, the RTC also 
expects the proposed changes to 
decrease costs to the RTC. The RTC will 
have better information about the value 
of the real estate appraised, and can 
better market the property. Therefore, 
the return to the RTC should be greater. 


List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 1608 


Banks, Banking, Mortgages, Real 
estate appraisal, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Savings 
Associations. 

For the reasons set out in this 
document, the RTC hereby adds part 
1608 to chapter XVI of 12 CFR to read as 
follows: 


PART 1608—APPRAISALS 


Sec. 

1608.1 Authority, purpose and scope. 

1608.2 Definitions. 

1608.3 Appraisals not required; transactions 
requiring a State certified or licensed 
appraiser. 

1608.4 Appraisal standards. 

1608.5 Appraiser independence. 

1608.6 Professional association membership; 


competency. 
1608.7 Enforcement. 
Authority: Pub. L. No. 101-73, sec. 1101-22, 


103 Stat. 183, 511-19 (12 U.S.C. 3331-61), 12 
U.S.C. 1441a(b)(12), and 12 U.S.C. 


_ 1821{c}(2)(C). 


§ 1608.1 Authority, purpose, and scope. 

(a) Authority. This part is issued 
under 12 U.S.C. 1441a(b)(12), 12 U.S.C. 
1821(c}(2)(C) and title XI of the Financial 
Institutions Reform, Recovery, and 
Enforcement Act of 1989 (“FIRREA”) 
(Pub. L. No. 101-73, 103 Stat. 183, 12 
U.S.C. 3331 et seq. {1989)). 

(b) Purpose and scope. (1} Title X¥ 
provides protection for Federal financial 
and public policy interests in real estate 
related transactions by requiring real 
estate appraisals used in connection 
with federally related transactions to be 
performed in writing, in accordance with 
uniform standards, by appraisers whose 
competency has been demonstrated and 
whose professional conduct will be 
subject to effective supervision. This 
part implements the requirements of title 
XI and applies to all federally related 
transactions entered into by the RTC in 
any of its capacities when disposing of 


real estate obtained from an insured 
depository institution or the receiver or 
conservator of such an institution, or by 
institutions or the estates thereof for 
which the RTC has been appointed 
conservator or receiver (collectively 
referred to herein as “regulated 
institutions”). 

(2) This part: 

(i) Identifies which real estate-related 
financial transactions require the 
services of an appraiser; 

(ii) Prescribes which categories of 
federally related transactions shall be 
appraised by a State certified appraiser 
and which by a State licensed appraiser; 
and 

(iil) Prescribes minimum standards for 
the performance of real estate 
appraisals in connection with federally 
related transactions under the 
jurisdiction of the RTC. 


§ 1608.2 Definitions. 


(a) Appraisal means a written 
statement independently and impartially 
prepared by a qualified appraiser setting 
forth an opinion as to the market value 
of an adequately described property as 
of a specific date(s), supported by the 
presentation and analysis of relevant 
market information. 

(b) Appraisal Foundation means the 
Appraisal Foundation established on 
November 30, 1987, as a not-for-profit 
corporation under the laws of the State 
of Illinois. 

(c) Appraisal Subcommittee means 
the Appraisal Subcommittee of the 
Federal! Financial Institutions 
Examination Council. 

(d) Complex 1-to-4 family residential 
property appraisal means one in which 
the property to be appraised, the form of 
ownership, or market conditions-are 
atypical. 

(e) Federally related transaction 
means any real estate-related financial 
transaction entered into on or after 
September 21, 1990. 

(1) The RTC or any regulated 
institution engages in or contracts for; 
and 

(2) Requires the services of an 
appraiser. 

(f) Market value means the most 
probable price which a property should 
bring in a competitive and open market 
under ail conditions requisite to a fair 
sale, the buyer and seller each acting 
prudently and knowledgeably, and 
assuming the price is not affected by 
undue stimulus. Implicit in this 
definition is the consummation of a sale 
as of a specified date and the passing o! 
title from seller to buyer under 
conditions whereby: 
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{1) Buyer and seller are typically 
motivated; 

(2} Both parties are well informed or 
well advised, and acting in what they 
consider their own best interests; 

(3) A reasonable time is allowed for 
exposure in the open market; 

(4) Payment is made in terms of cash 
in U.S. dollars or in terms of financial 
arrangements comparable thereto; and 

(5) The price represents the normal 
consideration for the property sold 
unaffected by special or creative 
financing or sales concessions granted 
by anyone associated with the sale. 

(g) Real estate-related financial 
transaction means any transaction 
involving: 

(1) The sale, lease, purchase, 
investment in or exchange of real 
property, including interests in property, 
or the financing thereof; or 

{2) The refinancing of real property or 
interests in real property; or 

(3) The use of real property or 
interests in property as security for a 
loan or investment, including mortgage- 
backed securities. 

(h) State certified appraiser means 
any individual who has satisfied the 
requirements for certification in a State 
or territory whose criteria for 
certification as a real estate appraiser 
currently meet the minimum criteria for 
certification issued by the Appraiser 
Qualifications Board of the Appraisal 
Foundation. No individual shall be a 
State certified appraiser unless such 
individual has achieved a passing grade 
upon a suitable examination 
administered by a State or territory that 
is consistent with and equivalent to the 
Uniform State Certification Examination 
issued or endorsed by the Appraiser 
Qualifications Board. In addition, the 
Appraisal Subcommittee must not have 
issued a finding that the policies, 
practices or procedures of a State or 
territory are inconsistent with title XI of 
FIRREA. The RTC may, from time to 
time, impose additional qualification 
crtieria for certified appraisers 
performing appraisals in connection 
with federally related transactions 
within its jurisdiction. 

(i) State licensed appraiser means any 
individual who has satisfied the 
requirements for licensing in a State or 
territory where the licensing procedures 
comply with title XI of FIRREA and 
where the Appraisal Subcommittee has~ 
not issued a finding that the policies, 
practices, or procedures of the State or 
territory are inconsistent with title XI. 
The RTC may, from time to time, impose 
additional qualification criteria for 
licensed appraisers performing 
appraisals in connection with federally 


related transactions within its 
jurisdiction. 

(j) Trace development means a project 
of five units or more that is constructed 
or is to be constructed as a single 
development. 

(k) Transaction value means: 

(1) For loans or other extensions of 
credit, the amount of the loan or 


_ extension of credit; 


(2) For sales, leases, purchases, and 
investments in or exchanges of real 
property, the market value of the real 
property interest involved; and 

(3) For the pooling of loans or 
interests in real property for resale or 
purchase, the amount of the loan or 
market value of the real property 
calculated with respect to each such 
loan or interest in real property. 

§ 1608.3 Appraisals not required; 
transactions requiring a State certified or 
licensed appraiser. 

(a) Appraisals not required. An 
appraisal is not required for any real 
estate-related financial transaction in 
which: 

(1) The transaction value is $50,000 or 
less, except as may otherwise be 
provided pursuant to published 
procedures to be established for 


individual transactions where variances _ 


in facts and circumstances indicate that 
a different standard is appropriate; 

(2) A lien on real property has been 
taken as collateral solely through an 
abundance of caution and where the 
terms of the transaction as a 


' consequence have not been made more 


favorable than they would have been in 
the absence of a lien; 

(3) A lease of real estate is entered 
into, unless the lease is the economic 
equivalent of a purchase or sale of the 
leased real estate; 

(4) There is a subsequent transaction 
resulting from a maturing extension of 
credit provided that: 

{i) The borrower has performed 
satisfactorily according to the original 
terms; 

(ii) No new monies have been 
advanced other than as previously 
agreed; 

(iii) The credit standing of the 
borrower has not deteriorated; and 

(iv) There has been no evidence of an 
obvious and material deterioration in 
market conditions or physical aspects of 
the property which would threaten the 
institution's collateral protection; or 

(5) A regulated institution purchases 
pooled loans or interests in real 
property, including mortgage-backed 
securities, provided that the appraisal 
prepared for each pooled loan or real 
property interest met the requirements 


of this regulation, if applicable, at the 
time of origination. 

(b) 7ransactions requiring a State 
certified appraiser.—{1) Ail transactions 
of $1,000,000 or more. All federally 
related transactions having a 
transaction value of $1,000,000 or more 
shall require an appraisal prepared by a 
State certified appraiser. 

(2) Nonresidential transactions of 
$250,000 or more. Except as provided in 
§ 1608.3(a)(1), all federally related 
transactions having a transaction value 
of $250,000 or more, other than those 
involving appraisals of 1-to-4 family 
residential properties, shall require an 
appraisal prepared by a State certified 
appraiser. 

(3) Complex residential transactions 
of $250,000 or more. Ail complex 1-to-4 
family residential property appraisals 
rendered in connection with federally 
related transactions shall require a State 
certified appraiser if the transaction 
value is $250,000 or more. A regulated 
institution may presume that appraisals 
of 1-to-4 family residential properties 
are not complex, unless the institution 
has readily available information that a 
given appraisal will be complex. The 
regulated institution shall be responsible 
for making the final determination of 
whether the appraisal is complex. If 
during the course of the appraisal a 
licensed appraiser identifies factors that 
would result in the property, form of 
ownership, or market conditions being 
considered atypical, then either: 

(i) The regulated institution may ask 
the licensed appraiser to complete the 
appraisal and have a certified appraiser 
approve and co-sign the appraisal; or 

(ii) The institution may engage a 
certified appraiser to complete the 
appraisal. 

(c) Transactions requiring either a 
State certified or licensed appraiser. All 
appraisals for federally related 
transactions not requiring the services of 
a State certified appraiser shall be 
prepared by either a State certified 
appraiser or a State licensed appraiser. 


§ 1608.4 Appraisal standards. 

(a) Minimum standards. For federally 
related transactions, all appraisals shall, 
at a minimum: 

(1) Conform to the Uniform Standards 
of Professional Appraisal Practice 
(“USPAP”) adopted by the Appraisal 
Standards Board of the Appraisal 
Foundation, except that the Departure 
Provision of the USPAP shall not apply 
to federally related transactions; 

(2) Disclose any steps taken that were 
necessary or appropriate to a with 





(3) Be based upon the definitions of 
market value as set forth in §1608.2(f); 

(4)(i) Be written and presented.in a 
narrative format or on forms that satisfy 
all the requirements of this section; 

(ii) Be sufficiently descriptive to 
enable the reader to ascertain the 
estimated market value and the 
rationale for the estimate; and 

(iii) Provide detail and depth of 
analysis that reflect the complexity of 
the real estate appraised; 

(5) Analyze and report in reasonable 
detail any prior sales of the property 
being appraised that occurred within the 
following time periods: 

(i) For 1-to-4 family residential 
property, one year preceding the date 
when the appraisal was prepared; and 

(ii) For all other property, three years 
preceding the date when the appraisal 
was prepared; 4 

(6) Analyze and report data on current 
revenues, expenses, and vacancies for 
the property if it is and will continue to 
be income-producing; 

(7) Analyze and report a reasonable 
marketing period for the subject 
property; 

(8) Analyze and report on current 
market conditons and trends that will 
affect projected income or the 
absorption period, to the extent they 
affect the value of the subject property; 

(9) Analyze and report appropriate 
deductions and discounts for any 
proposed construction, or any completed 
properties that are partially leased or 
leased at other than market rents as of 
the date of the appraisal, or any tract 
developments with unsold units; 

(10) Include in the certification 
required by the USPAP an additional 
statement that the appraisal assignment 
was not based on a requested minimum 
valuation, a specific valuation, or the 
approval of a loan; 

(11) Contain sufficient supporting 
documentation with all pertinent 
information reported so that the 
appraiser's logic, reasoning, judgment, 
and analysis in arriving at a conclusion 
indicate to the reader the 
reasonableness of the market value 
reported. 

(12) Include a legal description of the 
real estate being appraised, in addition 
to the description required by the 
USPAP; 

(13) Identify and separately value any 
personal property, fixtures, or intangible 
items that are not real property but are 
included in the appraisal, and discuss 
the impact of their inclusion or 
exclusion on the estimate or market 
value; and 

(14) Follow a reasonable valuation 
method that addresses the direct sales 
comparison, income, and cost 
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approaches to market value, reconciles 
those approaches, and explains the 
elimination of each approach not used. ° 

(b) Unavailability of information. If 
information required or deemed 
pertinent to the completion of an 
appraisal is unavailable, that fact shall 
be disclosed and explained in the 
appraisal. 

(c) Additional standards. Nothing 
contained herein shall prevent a 
regulated institution from requiring 
additional appraisal standards if 
deemed appropriate. 

(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 3205-0003). 


§ 1608.5 Appraiser independence. 

(a) Staff appraisers. If an appraisal is 
prepared by a staff appraiser, that 
appraiser must be independent of the 
lending, investment, and collection 
functions and not involved, except as an 
appraiser, in the federally related 
transaction, and have no direct or 
indirect interest, financial or otherwise, 
in the property. If the only qualified 
persons available to perform an 
appraisal are involved in the lending, 
investment, or collection functions of the 
regulated institution, the regulated 
institution shall take appropriate steps 
to ensure that the appraisers exercise 
independent judgment. Such steps 
include, but are not limited to, 
prohibiting an individual from 
performing an appraisal in connection 
with federally related transactions in 
which the appraiser is otherwise 
involved and prohibiting directors and 
officers from participating in any vote or 
approval involving assets on which they 
performed an appraisal. 

(b) Fee appraisers. If an appraisal is 
prepared by a fee appraiser, the 
appraiser shall be engaged directly by 
the regulated institution or its agent, and 
have no direct or indirect interest, 
financial or otherwise, in the property or 
transaction. A regulated institution may 
accept an appraisal that was prepared 
by an appraiser engaged directly by 
another institution subject to title XI of 
FIRREA, if the regulated institution that 
accepts the appraisal has: 

(1) Established procedures for review 
of real estate appraisals; 

(2) Reviewed the appraisal under the 
established review procedures, finding 
the appraisal acceptable; and 

(3) Documented the review in writing. 


§ 1608.6 Professional association 


(a) Membership in appraisal 
organizations. A State certified 
appraiser or a State licensed appraiser 
may not be excluded from consideration 
for an assignment for a federally related 


transaction solely by virtue of 
membership or lack of membership in 
any particular appraisal organization. 

(b) Competency. All staff and fee 
appraisers performing appraisals in 
connection with federally related 
transactions must be State certified or 
licensed, as appropriate. However, a 
State certified or licensed appraiser may 
not be considered competent solely by 
virtue of being certified or licensed. Any 
determination of competency shall be 
based upon the individual's experience 
and educational background as they 
relate to the particular appraisal 
assignment for which he or she is being 
considered. 


§ 1608.7 Enforcement 


Institutions and institution-affiliated 
parties, including staff appraisers and 
fee appraisers, may be subject to 
removal and/or prohibition orders, 
cease and desist orders, and the 
imposition of civil money penalties 
pursuant to the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act, 12 U.S.C. 1811 et seq., as 
amended, or other applicable law. 


By order of the Board of Directors. 

Dated at Washington, DC, this 24th day of 
July 1990. 
Resolution Trust Corporation. 
John M. Buckley, Jr., 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19743 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
16 CFR Part 305 
RIN 3084-AA26 


Rules for Using Energy Cost and 
Consumption Information Used in 
Labeling and Advertising of Consumer 
Appliances Under the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act; Ranges of 
Comparability for Dishwashers 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The Federal Trade 
Commission announces that the present 
ranges of comparability for dishwashers 
will remain in effect until new ranges 
are published. 

Under the Appliance Labeling Rule, 
each required label on a covered 
appliance must show a range, or scale, 
indicating the range of energy costs or 
efficiencies for all models of a size or 
capacity comparable to the labeled . 
model. The Commission publishes the 
ranges annually in the Federal Register 
if the upper or lower limits of the range 
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change by 15% or more from the 
previously published range. If the 
Commission does not publish a revised 
range, it must publish a notice that the 
prior range will be applicable until new 
ranges are published. The Commission 
is today announcing that the ranges 
published on August 9, 1989, will remain 
in effect until new ranges are published. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 22, 1990. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James Mills, Attorney, 202-326-3035, 
Division of Enforcement, Federal Trade 
Commission, Washington, DC 20580. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 19, 1979, the Commission 
issued a final rule,' pursuant to section 
324 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975,2 covering 
certain appliance categories, including 
dishwashers. The rule requires that 
energy costs and related information be 
disclosed on labels and in retail sales 
catalogs for all dishwashers presently 
manufactured. Certain point-of-sale 
promotional materials must disclose the 
availability of energy usage information. 
If a dishwasher is advertised in a 
catalog from which it may be purchased 
by cash, charge account or credit terms, 
then the range of estimated annual 
energy costs for the product must be 
included on each page of the catalog 
that lists the product. The required 
disclosures and all claims concerning 
energy consumption made in writing or 
in broadcast advertisements must be 
based on the results of test procedures 
developed by the Department of Energy, 
which are referenced in the rule. 

Section 305.8(b) of the rule requires 
manufacturers to report thé energy 
usage of their models annually by 
specified dates for each product type.* 
Because the costs for the various types 
of energy change yearly, and because 
manufacturers regularly add new 
models to their lines, improve existing 
models and drop others, the data based 
from which the ranges of comparability 
are calculated is constantly changing. 

To keep the required information in 
line with these changes, the Commission 
is empowered, under § 305.10 of the rule, 
to publish new ranges (but not more 
often than annually) if an analysis of the 
new data indicates that the upper or 
lower limits of the ranges have changed 
by more than 15%. Otherwise, the 

Commission must publish a statement 

that the prior range or ranges remain in 
effect for the next year. 

The annual reports for dishwashers 
have been received and analyzed and it 


* 1 44 FR 66466, 16 CFR part 305. 
® Public Law 94-163, 89 Stat. 871 (Dec. 22, 1975). 
3 Reports for dishwashers are due by June 1. 


has been determined to retain the 
ranges that were published on August 9, 
1989.* In consideration of the foregoing, 
the present ranges for dishwashers will 
remain in effect until the Commission 
publishes new ranges for these products. 


List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 305 


Advertising, Energy conservation, 
Household appliances, Labeling, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 


The authority citation for part 305 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Sec. 324 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (Pub. L. 94-163) (1975), as 
amended by the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act (Pub. L. 95-619) 
(1978), the National Appliance Energy 
Conservation Act (Pub. L. 100-12) (1987), and 
the National Appliance Energy Conservation 
Amendments of 1988 (Pub. L. 100-357) (1988), 
42 U.S.C. § 6294; sec. 553 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Donald S. Clark, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19810 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION AGENCY 


Agency for international Development 


22 CFR Part 201 


[A.I.D. Regulation 1] 
Rules and Procedures Applicable to 


Commodity Transactions Financed by 
A.L.D. 


AGENCY: Agency for International . 
Development, IDCA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Agency for International 
Development (A.1.D.) has undertaken a 
complete review of part 201—Rules and 
procedures applicable to commodity 
transactions financed by A.LD. 
(Regulation 1). On the basis of the 
review, the regulation is amended to 
update it to conform with current 
policies within A.LD., address certain 
new issues which have come to A.1.D.'s 
attention, delete certain sections which 
are no longer applicable, clarify certain 
sections on the basis of past experience 
and make editorial corrections. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 21, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John J. Lewis, Office of Procurement 
Policy, Planning and Evaluation (MS/ 
PPE), Agency for International 


* 54 FR 13263. - 


Development, International 
Development Cooperation Agency, 
Washington, DC 20523-1435, telephone 
703/875-1529, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
principal changes to this regulation 
include: 

1. Mozambique is now an eligible 
country when A.I.D. Geographic Code 
941 is authorized. Section 201.11{b). 

2. New rules on eligibility of ocean 
transportation costs to a free port or 
bonded warehouse for commodities 
shipped out of such free port or bonded 
warehouse. When the shipment is in 
anticipation of A.LD. financing, the costs 
are eligible only if shipment is on a 
vessel under flag registry of a country 
included in the authorized geographic 
code for the transaction. When shipment 
is not in anticipation of A.I.D. financing, 
the costs are eligible so long as 
shipment is on a vessel under Code 935 
(Special Free World) flag registry. 
Sections 201.13(b)(1), 201.52(a), and 
201.64. 

3. Procurement procedures are revised 
to reflect present practice and 
standardize public sector procedures 
with those followed for host country 
contracts under A.L.D.-financed projects. 
Definitions of responsible bidder and 
responsive bid are included. Private 
sector importers are required, where 
feasible, to solicit offers from producers 
of commodities as well as secondary 
suppliers. Sections 201.01, 201.22, and 
201.23. 

4. Section 201.24 on progress and 
advance payments is substantially 
revised to standardize it with A.L.D.- 
financed project procurement and to 
reflect current A.LD. cash management 
policies. 

5. Two provisions on marine 
insurance are modified. Insurance 
proceeds may be used for repairs as 
well as reprocurement, and the 
threshold for reporting marine insurance 
loss payments is raised to $10,000 from 
$6,000. Sections 201.26 and 201.32(c). 

6. Coverage is added on non-vessel- 
operating common carriers {(NVOCCs) 
and vessel operating common Carriers 
(VOCCs), including definitions, a 
requirement that on NVOCC shipments 
both the NVOCC’s rated through bill of 
lading and the rated bills of lading of all 
VOCCs used must be provided as 
payment documentation and furnished 
separately to A.D. and-the Maritime 
Administration, a requirement that 
maximum liner rates may be no more 
that the lowest rate charged by the 
VOCC for similar shipments on the 
same voyage, and a new price rule 
prescribing maximum prices that may be 
charged for services covered by an 
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NVOCC bill of lading. Sections 201.01, 
201.52(a), 201.67(a), and 201.68(b). 

7. Anew § 201.69, Cooperating 
Country Taxes and Fees, states A.L.D. 
policy not to finance taxes or fees 
imposed by the cooperating country, 
including customs duties, consular and 
legalization fees. 

8. A new § 201.85 is added on Legal 
Effect of A.LD. Approvals and 
Decisions. Similar to a clause already 
required in all host country contracts 
financed by A.LD. for projects, this 
section states that A.LD. acts only as a 
financing entity in reserving or 
exercising certain approval rights 
relating to these contracts and does not 
become a party to the contracts or incur 
liability to the parties thereby. 

Other changes include: 

1. Specific coverage that suppliers of 
commodities, delivery services and 
incidental services are ineligible if they 
have been suspended or debarred prior 
to approval of the Commodity Approval 
Application covering the transaction. 
Sections 201.11(j), 201.12(d), and 
201.13{e). 

2. Coverage is added on direct letters 
of commitment (L/COM) to suppliers 
including provision that assignment is 
permitted as indicated in the L/COM. 
Sections 201.11(f}, 201.31, 201.51, 
201.52(a), and 201.53. 

3. Use of the metric system for 
specifications is generally required. 
Section 201.23(c). 

4. Reference to Foreign Assets Control 
and similar Treasury Dept. regulations is 
updated and supplemented. Section 
201.31(b). 

5. Marking terminology is clarified so 
that container and shipping container 
refer only to reusable containers used 
for transportation in containerized 
freight operations. Section 201.31(d). 

6. A.LD. payment of diversion costs 
when A.LD. vests title to commodities 
under charter parties is clarified in 
§ 201.44(b). 

7. Several changes are made to 
§ 201.51 on financing methods. 
Reimbursement of banks now reflects 
current practice to reimburse within 
seven days by electronic funds transfer. 
Specifics on each type of charge 
attributable to the bank L/COM are to 
be broken out. Detailed reporting 
requirements for banks are deleted, and 
will, instead, be stipulated in the L/ 
COM. 

8. In § 201.52, changes include 
requirements for invoices to include the 
Schedule B number of the described 
commodity; for the costs of each 
incidental and delivery service to be 
broken out; for suppliers to certify on 
invoices that they have complied with 
marking requirements, airmailed a copy 


of certain documents to the A.LD. 
Mission, and mailed a copy of all bills of 
lading to A.LD. and the Maritime 
Administration; and for freight 
forwarders’ invoices to be submitted as 
part of payment documentation. 

9. In § 201.61, the beginning of the 
period of delivery is changed from the 
date of the purchase contract to the date 
the purchase price is fixed or the date of 
the purchase contract, whichever is 
later. 

10. Section 201.65 on commissions and 
related payments is revised for clarity. 
The term service payments is dropped 
from the title; the rule was long ago 
deleted. New paragraphs summarize the 
scope of the section and state the basic 
rule on sales commissions. The coverage 
clarifies that payments, credits, or 
allowances are covered by the term 
trade discounts. It is clarified that 
agreement to pay, make or give a 
commission payment will be presumed 
to have led to actual payment thereof. 
Unreported remuneration will not be 
eligible for A.LD. financing. Brokerage 
commissions calculated on amounts for 
deadfreight, demurrage and detention 
are not eligible for financing. 

11. A new rule for air freight rates is 
added, identical to the rule currently 
used in A.L.D.-financed project 
procurements. The former rule referring 
to the Civil Aeronautics Board is 
dropped, as the Board no longer exists. 
Section 201.67. 

12. The record retention requirement 
for banks in § 201.74 is changed from 
five years to three years. 

13. Provisions that have been dropped 
include designation by A.LD. of 
individual vessels as ineligible; prior 
review procedures; the special letter of 
credit method of financing; price rules 
for sugar and crude oil, petroleum fuels 
and lubricants; the maximum charter 
rate rule for ocean transportation 
relating to guideline rates; and the 
requirement for bank letters of credit to 
be consistent with descriptions and 
Schedule B numbers in the A.LD. bank 
L/COMs. 

Citations above are generally given 
only to the paragraph level for easier 
readability. Numerous other less 
significant revisions, including 
renumbering of various provisions, are 
made in addition to those noted. 


- Suppliers and other readers should 


review the entire text of the regulation 
as revised and republished herein. 

The Agency has determined that this 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
organizational units and small 
government jurisdictions. This rule is 
not a major rule for purposes of 
Executive Order 12291 and has been 


submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget in accordance with that 
Executive Order. The rule contains 
information collection requirements 
which have been reviewed and 
approved by OMB under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. The OMB approval 
number is 0412-0514. 


For the reasons set out in the 
Preamble, title 22, chapter II, part 201 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows. 


Dated: August 2, 1990. 
John F. Owens, 


Deputy Assistant to the Administrator for 
Management Services. 


Part 201 is revised to read as follows: 


PART 201—RULES AND PROCEDURES 
APPLICABLE TO COMMODITY 
TRANSACTIONS FINANCED BY A.I.D. 


Subpart A—Definitions and Scope of This 
Part 


Sec. 

201.01 Definitions. 

201.02 Scope and application. 

201.03 OMB approval under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. 


Subpart B—Conditions Governing the 
Eligibility of Procurement Transactions for 
A.L.D. Financing 


201.10 Purpose. 

201.11 Eligibility of commodities. 

201.12 Eligibility of incidental services. 

201.13 Eligibility of delivery services. 

201.14 Eligibility of bid and performance 
bonds and guaranties. 

201.15 U.S. flag vessel shipping requirement. 


Subpart C—Procurement Procedures; 
Responsibilities of importers 


201.20 Purpose. 

201.21 Notice to supplier. 

201.22 Procurement under public sector 
procedures. 

201.23 Procurement under private sector 
procedures. 

201.24 Progress and advance payments. 

201.25 Bid and performance bonds and 
guaranties. 

201.26 Expenditureof marine insurance loss 
payments. 


Subpart D—Responsibilities of Suppliers 


201.30 Purpose. 
201.31 Suppliers of commodities. 
201.32 Suppliers of delivery services. 


Subpart E—General Provisions Relating to 
A.1.D. Financing of Commodities and 
Commodity-Related Services * 


201.40 Purpose. 

201.41 Audit and inspection. 

201.42 Reexport of A.L.D.-financed 
commodities. 

201.43 Diversion clause. 

201.44 Vesting in A.LD. of title to 
commodities. 

201.45 Termination or modification of a 
loan, grant, or implementing document. 
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201.46 Compensation to supplier if shipment 
is prohibited. 

201.47 Use of marine insurance loss 
proceeds. 


Subpart F—Payment and Reimbursement 


201.50 Purpose. ; 

201.51 Methods of financing. 

201.52 Required documents. 

201.53. Final date for presentation of 
documents. : 


Subpart G—Price Provisions 


201.60 Purpose and applicability of this 
subpart. 

201.61 Meaning of terms in this subpart. 

201.62 Responsibilities of borrower/grantee 
and of supplier. 

201.63 Maximum prices for commodities. 

201.64 Application of the price rules to 
commodities. 

201.65 Commissions, discounts and other 
payments, credits, benefits and 
allowances. 

201.66 Side payments. 

201.67 Maximum freight charges. 

201.68 Maximum prices for commodity- 
related services. 

201.69 Cooperating country taxes and fees. 


Subpart H—Rights and Responsibilities of 

Banks 

201.70 Purpose. 

201.71 Terms of letters of credit. 

201.72 Making payments. 

201.73 Limitations on the responsibilities of 
banks. 

201.74 Additional documents for A.LD. 

201.75 Termination or modification. 


Subpart I—Rights and Remedies of A.1.D., 

and Waiver Authority 

201.80 Purpose. 

201.81 Rights of A.LD. against borrower/ 
grantees. 

201.82 Rights of A.D. against suppliers. 

201.83 No waiver of alternative rights or 
remedies by A.LD. 

201.84 Limitation on period for making 
refund requests. 

201:85 Legal effect of A.D. approvals and 
decisions. 

201.86 Waiver and amendment authority. 


Appendix A to Part 201—Supplier’s 
Certificate and Agreement With the 
Agency for International Development 
(AID 282) 

Appendix B to Part 201—Application for 
Approval of Commodity Eligibility (AID 
11) 


Authority: 22 U.S.C. 2381. 


Subpart A—Definitions and Scope of 
This Part 


§ 201.01 Definitions. 


As used in this part, the following 
terms shall have the meanings indicated 
below: 

(a) The Act means the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended 
from time to time. 


(b) A.D. means the U.S. Agency for 
International Development or any 
successor agency, including when 
applicable, each A.LD. Mission abroad. 

(c) A..D. Geographic Code means a 
code in the A.LD. Geographic Code 
Book which designates a country, a 
group of countries, or an otherwise 
defined area. Principal A.I.D. geographic 
codes are described in § 201.11(b)(4) of 
this part. 

(d) A..D./W means the A.LD. in 
Washington, D.C. 20523, including any 
office thereof. 

(e) Approved applicant means the 
individual or organization designated by 
the borrower/grantee to establish 
credits with banks in favor of suppliers 
or to instruct banks to make payments 
to suppliers, and includes any agent — 
acting on behalf of such approved 
applicant. 

(f) Bank means a banking institution 
organized under the laws of the United 
States, or any State, commonwealth, 
territory, or possession thereof, or the 
District of Columbia. 

(g) Borrower/grantee means the 
government of any cooperating country, 
or any agency, instrumentality or 
political subdivision thereof, or any 
private entity, to which A.LD. directly 
makes funds available by loan or grant. 

(h) Commission means any payment 
or allowance made or agreed to be made 
by a supplier to any person for the 
contribution which that person has 
made to securing the sale for the 
supplier or which the person makes to 
securing similar sales on a continuing 
basis for the supplier. 

(i) Commodity means any material, 
article, supply, goods, or equipment. 

(j) Commodity Approval Application 
means the Application for Approval of 
Commodity Eligibility (Form AID 11) 
which appears as Appendix B to this 
part 201. 

(k) Commodity-related services 
means delivery services and/or 
incidental services. 

(1) Cooperating country means the 
country receiving the A.LD. assistance 
subject to provisions of-this part 201. 

(m) Delivery means the transfer to, or 
for the account of, an importer of the 
right to possession of a commodity, or, 
with respect to a commodity-related 
service, the rendering to; or for the 
account of, an importer of any such 
service. 

(n) Delivery service means any 
service customarily performed in a 
commercial export transaction which is 
necessary to effect a physical transfer of 
commodities to the cooperating country. 
Examples of such services are the 
following: export packing, local drayage 
in the source country (including waiting 


time at the dock), ocean and other 
freight, loading, heavy lift, wharfage, 
tollage, switching, dumping and 
trimming, lighterage, insuranice, 
commodity inspection services, and 
services of a freight forwarder. Delivery 
services may also include work and 
materials necessary to meet A.LD. 
marking requirements. 

(0) Implementing document means 
any document, including a letter of 
commitment, issued by A.LD. which 
authorizes the use of A.LD. funds for the 
procurement of commodities and/or 
commodity related services and which 
specifies conditions which will apply to 
such procurement. 

(p) Importer means any person or 
organization, governmental or 
otherwise, in the cooperating country 
who is authorized by the borrower/ 
grantee to use A.LD. funds under this 
Regulation for the procurement of 
commodities, and includes any 
borrower/grantee who undertakes such 
procurement. 

(q) Incidental services means the 
installation or erection of A.L.D.- 
financed equipment, or the training of 
personnel in the maintenance, operation 
and use of such equipment. 

(r) Mission means the A.LD. Mission 
or representative in a cooperating 
country. 

(s) Non-vessel-operating common 
carrier (NVOCC) under Section 3(17) of 
the Shipping Act of 1984 means a 
common carrier pursuant to Section 3(6) 
of such Act that does not operate any of 
the vessels by which the ocean 
transportation is provided, and is a 
shipper in its relationship with an ocean 
carrier. 

(t) Purchase contract means any 
contract or similar arrangement under 
which a supplier furnishes commodities 
and/or commodity-related services 
financed under this part. 

(u) Responsible bidder is one who has 
the technical expertise, management 
capability, workload capacity, and 
financial resources to perform the work 
successfully. 

(v) Responsive bid is a bid that 
complies with all the terms and 
conditions of the invitation for bids 
without material modification. A 
material modification is a modification 
which affects the price, quantity, 
quality, delivery or installation date of 
the commodity or which limits in any 
way responsibilities, duties, or liabilities 
of the bidder or any rights of the 
importer or A.LD. as any of the 
foregoing have been specified or defined 
in the invitation for bids. 

(w) Schedule B means the “Schedule 
B, Statistical Classification of Domestic 
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the free port or bonded ado 

(y) State means the District of 
Columbia or any State, commonwealth, 
territory or possession of the United 
States. 

(z) Supplier means any person or 


and/or commodity-related services 
financed under this part 201. 

(aa) Supplier’s Certificate means 
Form AID 282 “Supplier's Certificate 
and Agreement with the Agency for 
International Development,” including 
the “Invoice and Contract Abstract” on 
the reverse of such form (which appears 
as Appendix A to this part 201), or any 
substitute form which may be 
prescribed in the letter of commitment 
or other pertinent implementing 
document. 

(bb} United States means the United 
States of America, any State{s) of the 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
and areas of US. associated 
sovereignty, including commonwealths, 
territories and possessions. 

{cc) Vessel operating common carrier 
(VOCC) means an ocean common 
carrier pursuant to section 3(18) of the 
Shipping Act of 1964 which operates the 
vessel by which ocean transportation is 
provided. 


§ 201.02 Scope and application. 

(a) The appropriate implementing 
documents will indicate whether and the 
extent to which this shail apply 
to the procurement of commodities or 
commodity-related services or both. 
Whenever this part 201 is applicable, 
those terms and conditions of this part 
will govern which are in effect on the 
date of issuance of the direct letter of 
commitment to the supplier; if a bank 
letter of commitment is applicable, the 
terms and conditions govern which are 
in effect on the date of issuance of an 
irrevocable letter of credit under which 
payment is made or is to be made from 
funds made available under the Act, or, 
if no such letter of credit has been 
issued, on the date payment instructions 
for payment from funds made available 


oo geagmen octet Sees Mt 
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(b) The borrower/grantee is 
responsible for compliance with the 
applicable of this part by 
importers and suppliers and for assuring 
that importers and suppliers are 


informed of the extent to which this part 
applies. 

(c) Unless otherwise indicated, 
references in this part 201 to subparts or 
to sections relate to subparts or sections 
of this part 201. 


§ 201.03 OMB approval under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 


The following information collection 
and recordkeeping requirements 
established by this part 201 have been 
approved by OMB {OMB Control No. 
0412-0514 expiring April 30, 1991): 

Sec. 

201.13 {b){1) 
201.13 {b){2) 
201.15{c) 
201.31{g) 
201.32(b) 
201.32(c) 
201.51{c)} 
201.52{a) 
201.74 


The information requested will be used 
to verify compliance with statutory and 
regulatory requirements and to assist in 
the administration of A.LD.-financed 
commodity programs. The submission of 
the information is required in order to 
receive payment for commodities or 
commodity-related services. The public 
reporting burden for this collection of 
information is estimated to average 30 
minutes per response, including the time 
for reviewing instructions, searching 
existing data sources, gathering and 
maintaining the data needed, and 
completing and reviewing the collection 
of information. Send comments 
regarding this burden estimate or any 
other aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for 
reducing this burden, to: Office of 
Procurement Planning, Policy and 
Evaluation (MS/PPE), Agency for 
International Development, Washington, 
DC 20523-1435; and Office of 
Management and Budget, Paperwork 
Reduction Project (0412-0514), 
Washington, DC 20503. 


Subpart B—Conditions Governing the 
Eligibility of Procurement Transactions 
for A.L.D. Financing 


§ 201.10 Purpose. 

This subpart sets forth requirements 
for A.LD. financing applicable to 
transactions for the procurement of 
commodities and/or commodity-related 
services. 


§ 201.11 Eligibility of commodities. 


To qualify for A.LD. financing, a 
commodity procurement transaction 
shall satisfy the following requirements: 

(a) Description and condition of the 
commodity. The commodity shail 
conform to the description in the 
implementing document. Unless 
otherwise authorized by A.LD./W in 
writing, the commodity shall be unused, 
and may not have been disposed of as 
surplus by any governmental agency. 

(b) Source.—{1) General rule. The 
source of the commodity shall be a 
country authorized in the implementing 
document by name or by reference to an 
A.LD. geographic code. In addition, the 
commodity shall have been mined, 
grown, or through manufacturing, 
processing, or assembly produced in a 
source country authorized in the 
implementing document. 

(2) Exceptions. A produced 
commodity will not be eligible for A.D. 
financing if: 

(i) It contains any component from 
countries other than free world 
countries as described in A.LD. 
Geographic Code 935; or 

(ii) It contains components which 
were imported into the country of 
production from such free world 
countries other than authorized source 
countries; and 

(A} Such components were acquired 
by the producer in the form in which 
they were imported; and 

(B) The total cost of such components 
(delivered at the point of production) 
amounts to more than 50 percent, or 
such other percentage as A.I.D. may 
prescribe, of the lowest price (excluding 
the cost of ocean or air transportation 
and marine insurance) at which the 
supplier makes the commodity available 
for export sale (whether or not financed 
by A.LD.). 

(C) For the purpose of calculating 
eligible components under this 
paragraph (b)(2){ii), authorized source 
countries shall include the cooperating 
country itself whenever A.LD. has 
authorized procurement from a 
geographic code other than A.LD. 
Geographic Code 000. 

(3) Waiver provision. The A.L.D./W 
Director, Office of Procurement may 
from time to time waive or modify the 
requirements of paragraph (2)(ii) of this 
section in appropriate cases. 

(4) Identification of principal 
geographic code numbers. The A.LD. 
Geographic Code Book sets forth the 
official description of all geographic 
codes used by A.LD. in authorizing or 
implementing documents to designate 
authorized source countries or areas. 
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The following are summaries of the 
principal codes: 


Code 000—The United States: The United 
States of America, any State(s) of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, and areas of 
U.S. associated sovereignty, including 
commonwealths, territories and possessions. 

Code 899—Free World: Any area or 
country, except the cooperating country itself 
and the following countries: Afghanistan, 
Albania, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Guba, 
Czechoslovakia, German Democratic 
Republic, Hungary, Iran, Laos, Libya, 
Mongolia, North Korea, People’s Republic of 
China, Poland, Romania, Syria, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), and 
Vietnam. 

Code 935—Special Free World: Any area 
or country in the Free World, including the 
cooperating country. 

Code 941—Selected Free World: The 
United States and any independent country 
in the Free World, except the cooperating 
country itself and the following: Andorra, 
Angola, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, 
Bahrain, Belgium, Canada, Cyprus, Denmark, 
Federal Republic of Germany, Finland, 
France, Gabon, Greece, Hong Kong, Iceland, 
Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kuwait, ; 
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, 
Portugal, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, San Marino, 
Singapore, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Taiwan (Republic of China), 
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, 
Vatican City, and Yugoslavia. 


(c) Date of shipping documents. The 
documents required as evidence of 
shipment under § 201.52(a)(4) shall show 
that the date of shipment was within the 
shipping period, if any, specified in the 
implementing document. 

(d) Medium of transportation. 
Shipment shall not be effected: 

(1) By a transportation medium 
owned, operated or under the control of 
any country not included within A.L.D. 
Geographic Code 935; or 

(2) Under any ocean or air charter 
which has not received prior approval 
by A.LD./W, Office of Procurement 
(Transportation Division). 

(e) Marine insurance. If A.1.D. 
determines that the government of a 
cooperating country, by statute, decree, 
rule, or regulation, discriminates with 
respect to A.L.D.-financed procurement 
against any marine insurance company 
authorized to do business in any State of 
the United States, then any A.LD.- 
financed commodity shipped to the 
cooperating country shall be insured 
against marine risks and such insurance 
shall be placed in the United States with 
a company or companies authorized to 
do marine insurance business in a State 
of the United States. “Discrimination” 
within the meaning of this paragraph 
may be found to exist whenever the 
effect of governmental action by a 
cooperating country is to hinder an 


importer in entering into a c.i.f. contract 
with a U.S. supplier or in instructing a 
U.S. supplier to place marine insurance 
in the United States. 

(f) Timely submission of documents. 
All documents required under § 201.52 
to be submitted by a supplier in order to 
receive payment or reimbursement shall 
be submitted to A.D, under direct 
letters of commitment or to a designated 
bank under bank letters of credit on or 
before the terminal date specified in the 
letter of commitment or letter of credit, 
respectively. 

(g) U.S. Treasury Department 
regulations. Procurement transactions 
shall comply with the requirements of 
the U.S. Treasury Department Foreign 
Assets, Sanctions, Transactions and 
Funds Control Regulations published in 
31 CFR parts 500 through 599, as from 
time to time amended. 

(h) Commodities shipped out of a free 
port or bonded warehouse. No 
commodity shipped out of a free port or 
bonded warehouse is eligible for A.D. 
financing if it was shipped to the free 
port or bonded warehouse without 
compliance with the requirements set 
forth in paragraph (d)(1) of this section, 
or if it was shipped from the free port or 
bonded warehouse without compliance 
with the requirements set forth in 


paragraphs (d) (1) and (2) of this section. 


' (i) Purchase price. The purchase price 
for the commodity shall satisfy the 
requirements of subpart G. 

(j) Purchases from eligible suppliers. 
(1) Commodities procured with funds 
made available under this part 201 shall 
be purchased from eligible suppliers. A 
supplier shall not be eligible to receive 
A.LD. funds if: 

(i) The supplier, prior to approval of 
the A.LD. Commodity Approval 
Application, either has been suspended 
or debarred by A.I.D. under A.LD. 
Regulation 8, 22 CFR part 208, or has 
been placed on the “Lists of Parties 
Excluded from Federal Procurement or 
Nonprocurement Programs”, published 
by the U.S. General Services 
Administration and available from the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 
Washington DC 20402-9371. 

- (ii) The supplier is not an individual 
who is a citizen or lawfully admitted 
permanent resident of a country 
included in the authorized source code; 
a corporation or partnership organized 
under the laws of a country included in 
the authorized source code and with a 
place of business in such country; or a 
controlled foreign corporation (within 
the meaning of section 957 et seq. of the 
Internal Revenue Code) as attested by 
current information on file with the 
Internal Revenue Service of the United 


States (on IRS Form 959, 2952, 3646, or 
on substitute or successor forms) 
submitted by shareholders of the 
corporation; or a joint venture or 
unincorporated association consisting 
entirely of individuals, corporations or 
partnerships which fit any of the 
foregoing categories. 

(2) A supplier which is otherwise 
eligible under paragraph (j)(1) of this 
section shall not be eligible to receive 
A.LD. funds if it is owned in any part by 
citizens (other than those who are 
lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence in the United States) or 
organizations of any country or area not 
included in Geographic Code 935 
“Special Free World”. A.D. may 
authorize the eligibility of organizations 
having minimal ownership by such 
citizens or organizations. 

(k) Determination of commodity 
eligibility. The commodity shall be 
approved in writing by A.LD. for each 
purchase transaction as eligible for 
A.LD. financing. Such approval shall be 
indicated on the Application for 
Approval of Commodity Eligibility 
(Form AID 11) submitted to A.LD. by the 
supplier. 


§ 201.12 Eligibility of incidental services. 


Incidental services may be financed 
under the same implementing document 
which makes funds available for the 
procurement of equipment only if: 

(a) Such services are specified in the 
purchase contract relating to the 
equipment; 

(b) The price satisfies the 
requirements of § 201.68; 

(c) The portion of the total purchase 
contract price attributable to such 
services does not exceed 25 percent; and 

(d) The supplier of such services, prior 
to approval of the A.I.D. Commodity 
Approval Application, has neither been 
suspended or debarred by A.I.D. under 
A.LD. Regulation 8, 22 CFR part 208, nor 
has been placed on the “Lists of Parties 
Excluded from Federal Procurement or 
Nonprocurement Programs”, published 
by the U.S. General Services 
Administration. 


§ 201.13 Eligibility of delivery services. 


(a) General. Delivery of A.LD.- 
financed commodities may be financed 
under the implementing document 
provided the delivery services meet the 
requirements in this section. 

(b) Transportation costs—(1) Ocean 
transportation costs. (i) Unless 
otherwise authorized, A.LD. will finance 
only those ocean transportation costs 
which meet the requirements of this 
paragraph (b)(1). 
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(A) When Geographic Code 000 is the 


lacus en pensioner. fing 


“B) When Geographic Code 941 is the 
authorized source for procurement, 
A.LD. will finance only those costs 
incurred on vessels under flag registry of 
countries included in Code 941 and the 
cooperating country. 

(C) A.LD. will finance costs incurred 
on vessels under flag registry of any free 
world country if the costs are part of the 
total cost on a through bill of lading paid 
to a carrier for initial carriage on a 
vessel which is authorized in 
accordance with paragraph {b)(1)(i) (A) 
or {B) of this section. 

(D) When a commodity is shipped out 
of a free port or bonded warehouse, 
ocean transportation costs for shipment 
to the free port or bonded warehouse 
are eligible for A-LD. financing as 
follows: 

(2) The commodity was shipped on 
vessels under the flag registry of a 
country within the authorized 
geographic code, if the commodity was 
shipped in anticipation of A.D. 
financing, or 

(2) The commodity was shipped on 
vessels under the flag registry of a 
country within Geographic Code 935, if 
the commodity was not shipped in 
anticipation of A.LD. financing. 

{ii) When an eligible flag vessel is not 
available for shipment, a supplier may 
request a waiver of the eligibility 
requirements, prior to shipment, from 
the Office of Procurement, 
Transportation Division, A.LD., 
Washington, DC 20523-1419, telephone 
(703) 875-1300. 

(2) International air transportation 
costs. {i) ALD. will finance only those 
international air transportation costs 
which meet the requirements of this 
paragraph (b)(2). For the purposes of this 
paragraph, the term U.S. flag air carrier 
means one of a class of air carriers 
holding a certificate under section 401 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1371) authorizing operations 
between the United States or its 
territories and one or more foreign 
countries. 

(ii)(A) Under all A.LD. grants, and 
under A.LD. loans when the authorized 
source for procurement is Geographic 
Code 000, A.LD. will finance only those 
costs incurred on U.S. flag air carriers 
unless such service is not available. 

(B) Under A.LD. loans when the 
authorized source for precurement is 
Geographic Code 941, A.LD. will finance 
only those costs incurred on U.S., 
cooperating country, or Geographic 


Code 941 flag air carriers unless such 
service is not available. 

(C) A.LD. will finance international air 
transportation costs incurred on aircraft 
under flag registry of any free world 
country if the costs are part of the total 
cost on a through bill of lading paid to 
an eligible carrier for initial 
international carriage on an aircraft 
which is eligible in accordance with 
paragraph (b)(2){ii) (A) or (B) of this 
section. 

(iii{A) Expenditures for international 
air transportation furnished by air 
carriers which are not eligible under the 
provisions of paragreph (b)(2)(ii) of this 
section will be financed by A.LD. only 
when service by eligible air carriers is 
unavailable. Criteria for determining 
when service by eligible air carriers is 
unavailable are the same as those 
published at 48 CFR 47.403-1 for 
determining when U.S. flag air carriers 
are unavailable. Additional guidance on 
determining when service is unavailable 
may be obtained from the Office of 
Procurement, Transportation Division, 
telephone (703) 875-1300. 

(B} When service by eligible flag air 
carriers is unavailable, any Geographic 
Code 935 flag air carrier may be used. 

(C) In the event the supplier selects an 
air carrier other than an eligible flag 
carrier for international air 
transportation, it must include the 
following certification on invoices which 
include such transportation cost: 


Certification of Unavailability of Eligible Flag 
Air Carriers 


I hereby certify that transportation service 
by eligible flag air carriers was unavailable 
for the following reason(s): (state reason{s}). 

(3) Other conditions and limitations. 
Notwithstanding paragraphs ({b){1) and 
(b)(2) of this section, unless otherwise 
authorized, ALD. will not finance 
transportation costs: 

(i) For shipment beyond the point of 
entry in the cooperating country except 
when intermodal transportation service 
covering the carriage of cargo from point 
of origin to destination is used, and the 
point of destination, as stated in the 
carrier's through bill of lading, is 
established in the carrier's tariff; or 

(ii) On a transportation medium 
owned, operated or under the control of 
any country not included in Geographic 
Code 935; or 

(iii) Under any ocean or air charter 
covering full or part cargo (whether for a 
single voyage, consecutive voyages, or a 
time period) which has not received 
prior approval by A.LD./W (Office of 
Procurement, Transportation Division); 
or 

(iv) Which are attributable to 
brokerage commissions which exceed 


the limitations specified in § 201.65(h) or 
to address commissions, dead freight, 
demurrage or detention. 

(c) Inspection services. A.1.D. will 
finance inspection of A.LD.-financed 
commodities only if such inspection is 
specified in the purchase contract, 
performed by independent inspectors at 
the request of the importer and is either 
customary in export transactions for the 
commodity involved or is necessary to 
determine conformity of the 
commodities to the contract. 

(d) Marine insurance. (1) Untess 
otherwise authorized, A.L.D. will finance 
premiums for marine insurance 
including war risk on A.1.D.-financed 
commodities only if: 

(i) The insurance is placed in a 
country included in the authorized 
Geographic Code: Provided, that if the 
authorized Geographic Code is any 
other than A.1.D. Geographic Code 000, 
the cooperating country itself shall be 
recognized as an eligible source; and 

(ii) Such insurance is placed either in 
accordance with the terms of the 
commodity purchase contract or on the 
written instructions of the importer; and 

(iii) Insurance coverage relates only to 
the period during which the 
commodities are in transit to the 
cooperating country, except that it may 
include coverage under a warehouse-to- 
warehouse clause; and 

{iv) The premiums do not exceed the 
limitations contained in § 201.68; and 

(v) The insurance provides that loss 
payment proceeds shall be paid in U.S. 
dollars or other freely convertible 
currency. 

(2) Within the meaning of § 201.11{e), 
as well as this paragraph, insurance is 
placed in a country only if payment of 
the insurance premium is made to, and 
the insurance policy is issued by, an 
insurance company office located in that 
country. 

(e) Suspension and debarment. In 
order to be eligible for A.D. financing, 
the costs of any delivery services must 
be paid to carriers, insurers, or suppliers 
of inspection services who, prior to 
approval of the A.I.D. Commodity 
Approval Application, have neither 
been suspended nor debarred under 
A.LD. Regulation 8, 22 CFR part 208, nor 
included on the “Lists of Parties 
Excluded from Federal Procurement or 
Nonprocurement Programs” published 
by the U.S. General Services 
Administration. 


§ 201.14 Eligibility of bid and performance 
bonds and guaranties. 

The cost of any bid bond or guaranty 
posted by a successful bidder or of any 
performance bond or guaranty posted by 
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a supplier is eligible for financing under 
the implementing document, provided 
that the bond or guaranty conforms to 
the requirements of the invitation for 
bids or the contract, as applicable, and 
to the extent that the principal amount 
of the bond or guaranty does not exceed 
the amount customary in international 
trade for the type of transaction and 
commodity involved. Bonds or 
guaranties may be payable in U.S. 
dollars, or a freely convertible currency 
or local currency, and shall be posted in 
favor of the purchaser. 


§ 201.15 U.S. flag vessel shipping 
requirements. 

(a) General requirements. Unless 
A.LD. determines that privately owned 
U.S. flag commercial ocean vessels are 
not available at fair and reasonable 
tates for such vessels: 

(1) At least fifty percent (50%) of the 
gross tonnage (computed separately for 
dry bulk carriers, dry cargo liners, and 
tankers from each of two geographic 
areas—the U.S. and all other countries} 
of all goods financed by A.LD. which are 
transported on ocean vessels shall be 
transported on privately owned U.S. flag 
commercial vessels; and 

(2} At least fifty percent (50%) of the 
gross freight revenue generated by all 
shipments of A.LD.-financed 
commodities which are tramsported ta 
the territory of the borrower/grantee on 
dry cargo liners shall be paid to or for 
the benefit of privately owned U.S. flag 
commercial vessels. 

(b} Methods of compliance. (1) 
Compliance with these requirements 
with respect to dry cargo liner vessels 
shall be achieved for the total of liner 
shipments made during the term of the 
loan or grant agreement. If A.LD. 
determines at any time during the term 
of the agreement that compliance may 
not be achieved, A.LD. may require that 
all subsequent shipments be made on 
U.S. flag liners until compliance is 
assured. 

(2) Compliance with these 
requirements with respect to dry bulk 
carriers and tankers shall be achieved 
for each quantitative unit of cargo. A 
quantitative unit of cargo is the total 
tonnage of a commodity or commodities 
included in one invitation for bids or 
other solicitation of offers from ocean 
carriers for the transportation of cargo 
which may move in full shipload lots. 
A.LD. shall approve a charter or other 
contract of affreightment for a non-U.S, 
flag vessel only if A..D. has determined 
that at least 50% of the quantitative unit 
will move on U.S. flag vessels, to the 
extent that such vessels are available at 
fair and reasonable rates for such 
vessels. U.S. flag dry cargo liners whose 


offers are responsive to the terms of the 
invitation for bids or other solicitation of 
vessels may be used for achieving 
compliance for the quantitative unit. 

(c) Nonavailability of U.S. flag 
vessels. Upan application of the 
borrower/grantee or the supplier, 
A.LD./W, Office of Procurement, 
Transportation Division, shall determine 
and advise the applicant whether or not 
privately owned US. flag vessels are 
available for any specific shipment of 
commodities at fair and reasonable 
rates. A determination that U.S. flag 
vessels are not available does not carry 
with it the authorization for A.LD. to 
finance freight on a vessel not otherwise 
authorized; this requires a separate 
waiver approval in accordance with 
§ 201.13(b){1)}fii). 

(d) Responsibility. The borrower/ 
grantee is responsible for compliance 
with the requirements of this section 
and for imposing upon subborrowers, 
contractors and importers such 
requirements regarding shipping 
arrangements with suppliers as will 
assure discharge of this responsibility. 

(e) Privately owned U.S. flag 
commercial vessels. For purposes of this 
section the term “privately owned U.S. 
flag commercial vessels” shall not 
include any vessel which, subsequent to 
September 21, 1961, shall have been 
either built outside the U.S., rebuilt 
outside the U.S. or documented under 
any foreign registry until such vessel 
shalt have been documented under the 
laws of the U.S. for a period of 3 years. 


Subpart C—Procurement Procedures 
Responsibilities of Importers 


§ 201.20 Purpose. 

This subpart prescribes procurement 
procedures which shall apply to an 
importer whenever a commodity 
procurement is to be financed by A.LD. 
subject to this part 201. 


§ 201.21 Notice to supplier. 
The importer is responsible for 
providing the supplier with the following 


information (either through the 
invitation for bids, the request for 


. quotations or otherwise): 


(a) Notice that the transaction is to be 
financed by A.LD. under this part 201; 

(b) The identification number of the 
implementing document; 

(c} All additional information 
prerequisite to A.I.D. financing and 
contained in the instructions from the 
borrower/grantee to the importer (for 
example, eligible source of commodity, 
periods during which deliveries must be 
made, shipping provisions, and 
documentation requirements); and, 
where appropriate, 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


(d) Notice of the marking 
requirements in § 201.31(d), when the 
importer is the government of the 
cooperating country or any if its 
subdivisions or instrumentalities. 


§ 201.22 Procurement under public sector 
procedures. 

(a] General requirements. When the 
importer is the government of the 
cooperating country or any of its 
subdivisions, agencies or 
instrumentalities, all purchase contracts 
for commodities shall be awarded under 
public sector procedures in this section 
unless otherwise authorized by A.LD. 
Such contracts shall be awarded on a 
competitive basis unless otherwise 
authorized by A.LD. under paragraph (g} 
of this section. 

(b} Formal competitive bidding. 
Formal competitive bidding procedures 
shall be used for all procurements 
estimated to exceed $100,000 or the 
equivalent, exclusive of ocean ar air 
transportation costs, except when other 
procedures are authorized in accordance 
with this section. Formal competitive 
bidding procedures may alsa be used for 
procurements under $100,000 at the 
option of the importer. Formal 
competitive bidding procedures include 
advertising the availability of an 
invitation for bids in accordance with 
paragraph (h} of this section, issuance of 
the invitation for bids, public opening of 
sealed bids, evaluation of bids, and 
award of the contract, except as 
provided in § 201.22{b){3), to the lowest 
responsive bid by a responsible bidder. 

(1) Contents of the invitation for bids. 
The invitation for bids and every 
attachment and amendment thereto 
shalt be in the English language and 
shalt be available to prospective 
suppliers free of charge unless otherwise 
authorized by A.LD. The following 
minimum requirements are applicable: 

(i) Statement of requirements. The 
invitation for bids shall state 
specifically that the formal competitive 
bidding procedures set forth in this 
§ 201.22 apply. The terms and conditions 
of the procurement shall be clearly 
indicated, fncluding any factors other 
than price to be used in the evaluation. 
Commodity specifications shal? be 
stated in a non-restrictive manner and in 
sufficient detail to permit maximum 
response from prospective suppliers. 
The metric system of measurements 
shall be used for specifications unless 
A.LD. determines in writing that such 
use is impractical or is likely to cause 
significant inefficiencies or the loss of 
markets to U.S. firms. 

{ii} Statement regarding submission of 
bids. The invitation for bids shalt be 
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appropriately numbered and state the 
complete physical address, as well as: 
any post office box number, to which 
bids or offers are to be sent, the closing 
hour and date for submission and the 
date, hour and place of the public 
opening of the bids. If additional 
drawings, details, regulations or forms 
are necessary for submitting a bid, the 
invitation shall state where such 
material may be obtained. 

(iii) Statement regarding this part 201. 
The invitation for bids shall expressly 
indicate the extent to which any 
resulting contract is subject to the 
requirements of this part 201. 

{iv) Statement regarding late bids. The 
invitation for bids shall state that no bid 
received at the address designated in 
the invitation after the closing hour and 
date for submission will be considered 
for award unless its late arrival at that 
address is attributable solely to 
mishandling of the bid documents by the 
importer or any of its agents directly 
associated with receiving or processing 
the bids. In no case will the importer 
consider a bid which was not received 
at the place of public opening before the 
award was made. 


(2) Handling bids. Bids received shall 
be held intact and sealed and shall be 
safeguarded against disclosure of 
contents prior to bid opening. The bids 
shall be opened publicly as specified in 
the bid invitation, and all properly 
submitted bids shall be considered. 
Direct submission of a bid by a 
prospective supplier, rather than through 
an agent or other representative of the 
supplier in the cooperating country, 
shall not be cause for rejection. 

(3) Awards. Every award shall be 
made to that responsible bidder whose 
responsive bid is lowest in price. If any 
factor other than price is used in 
evaluating bids, each such factor shall 
be computed in accordance with the 
formula in the invitation for bids. 

(c) Two-stage formal competitive 
bidding. Subject to the approval of 
A.LD., two-stage formal competitive 
bidding may be used in the procurement 
of specialized equipment, where 
requirements are stated in perfermance- 
type specifications. Two-stage bidding 
involves a request for technical 
proposals for the equipment being 
purchased, submission of proposals 
without price information, discussions 
with the offerors as necessary to clarify 
proposals, followed by a request for 
priced bids for those proposals found to 
be fully acceptable following 
discussions between the offerors and 
the purchaser. The priced bids shall be 
publicly opened. Handling and award of 
the bids shall comply with paragraphs 
(b) (2) and (3) of this section. 


(d) Competitive negotiation: 
procedures. (1) If approved by A.LD. 
based on a written record of the reasons 
therefor, a competitive negotiation 
procedure may be used. Competitive 
negotiation procedures include 
advertising the availability of a request 
for quotations in accordance with 
paragraph (h) of this section, issuance of 
the request for quotations, receipt and 
evaluation of offers, negotiation (when 
appropriate), and award of the contract 
to the offeror submitting the most 
advantageous offer, price and other 
factors considered. Competitive 
negotiation procedures may be 
approved in the following 
circumstances: 

(i) When it is impossible to develop 
adequate commodity specifications for 
use in an invitation for bids; 

(ii) When price alone would not be an 
effective means of determining an 
award {i.e., when criteria, such as time 
of delivery or service capability need to 
be evaluated); 

(iii) When emergency procurement is 
justified by a demonstration that the 
time required for formal competitive bid 
procedures would result in an 
unacceptable delay in delivering the 
commodities; 

(iv) When proprietary procurement is 
justified; or 

(v) When adherence to formal 
competitive procedures would impair 
program objectives. 

(2) When formal competitive bidding 
procedures have failed, all bids have 
been rejected, and further use of such 
procedures would clearly not be 
productive, the Mission Director may 
authorize the use of competitive 
negotiation procedures. Further 
advertising is not required. The request 
for quotations may be prepared as a 
new document or may incorporate 
appropriate provisions of the invitation 
for bids. It shall be submitted to those 
potential suppliers who originally 
submitted bids in response to the 
invitation for bids. 

(e) Small value procurement. When 
the estimated value of the contract does 
not exceed $100,000 or equivalent 
(exclusive of ocean and air 
transportation costs), the purchaser may 
award a contract by advertising the 
procurement in accordance with 
paragraph (h) of this section and 
soliciting quotations from a reasonable 
number of sources, including, where 
feasible, producers of the commodity, 
taking into consideration: 

(1) The nature of the commodities to 
be purchased; 

(2) The number of sources which can 
supply the commodities; 

(3) The value of the procurement; and 


(4) The administrative cost of 
procuring the commodities. 


The contract shall be awarded to the 
offeror with the most advantageous 
offer, price and other factors considered. 

(f) Proprietary procurement. 
Purchasing by brand or trade name or 
by a restrictive specification 
(proprietary procurement) may be 
justified for reasons such as: 

(1) Substantial benefits, such as 
economies in maintenance of spare 
parts inventories, stronger local dealer 
organization, better repair facilities, or 
greater familiarity by operating 
personnel, can be achieved through 
standardizing on a particular brand; 

(2) Compatibility with equipment on 
hand is required; or 

(3) Special design or operational 
characteristics are required. 

The need for proprietary procurement 
may serve as the basis for approving the 
use of competitive negotiation 
procedures in accordance with 
paragraph (d) of this section or a waiver 
for negotiation with a single source in 
accordance with paragraph (g) of this 
section. 

(g) Negotiation with a single source.— 
(1) Circumstances. Competition may be 
waived and negotiation with a single 
source authorized by A.L.D. under one of 
the following circumstances: 

(i) the purchaser can demonstrate the 
existence of an emergency situation in 
which the requirement for competition 
would result in an unacceptable delay in 
the procurement of the commodities; 

(ii) proprietary procurement is 
justified and the necessary commodities 
or spare parts are available from only 
one source, taking into account any 
special requirements such as the need 
for in-country service capability; or 

(iii) adherence to competitive 
procedures would result in the 
impairment of the objectives of the 
United States foreign assistance 
program or would not be in the best 
interest of the United States. 

(2) Amendments. Negotiation with a 
single source to amend an existing 
contract outside the scope of the 
contract must be justified under one or 
more of the criteria in paragraph (g)(1) of 
this section and formally approved by 
A.LD. 

(h) Advertising.—{1) Requirements. (i) 
For each procurement estimated to 
exceed $25,000, or equivalent (exclusive 
of ocean and air transportation costs), 
notice of the availability of the 
invitation for bids, request for 
quotations or specific information about 
procurements under $100,000 shail be 
published by the A.LD. Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business 
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Utilization/Minority Resource Center in 
the appropriate A.}.D. Bulletin. The 
purchaser shall submit three copies of 
each invitation for bids or request for 
quotations {if any) to the ALD. Mission 
with its request far advertising. The 
Mission will forward the request for 
advertising and the procurement 
documents to A.LD./W. The request for 
advertising should arrive im the Office of 
Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Utilization/Minority Resource Center at 
least 45 days prior to the final date for 
receiving bids or quotations. The 
purchaser may, im addition, advertise in 
appropriate local, regional, and 
international journals, newspapers, etc., 
and otherwise, in accordance with local 
practice. 

(ii) Additionally, if the estimated 
value of the contract is more than 
$100,000, or equivalent (exclusive of 


ocean and air transportation costs), the 


notice of availability of the mvitation for 
bids or request for quotations shall be 
published in the “Commerce Business 
Daily” of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 

(2) Exceptions. (i) When negotiation 
with a single source has been 
authorized, advertising is not required. 

- (ii) When formal competitive bid 
procedures have failed to result in an 
award pursuant to paragraph (d)(2) of 
this section and a determination is made 
to follow competitive negotiation 
procedures, ne further advertising is 
required. 

{iii} The requirements for advertising 
as set forth above may be waived by 
A.LD. to avoid serious procurement 
delays in certain circumstances, 
provided, however, that efforts shall be 
made to secure bids or offers from a 
reasonable number of potential 
suppliers. 

(i) A.D. approvals. (1) Each invitation 
for bids or request for quotations for an 
A.LD.-financed procurement which is 
estimated to exceed $100,000, or 
equivalent (exclusive of ocean and air 
transportation costs), must be approved 
by A.LD. prior to issuance. 

- (2) Each contract i1 excess of 
$100,000, or equivalent fexclusive of 
ocean and air transportation costs), 
must be formally approved by A.I.D. 
prior to finalization with the supplier. 

(3} ALD. may require that contracts 
under $100,000 be formally epproved 
prior to finalization with the supplier. 

§ 201.23 Procurement under private 

. (a) General:requirements. 

Procurements under 


importer chooses to follow the 
procedures in § 201.22. Procurement on a 
negotiated basis shall be in accordance 
with good commercia! practice. 
Solicitations by the importer for 
quotations or offers shall be made 
uniformly te a reasonable number of 
prospective suppliers, including, where 
feasible, producers of a commodity, and 
all quotations or offers received, 
whether or not specifically solicited, 
shall be given consideration before 
making an award. 

(b} Publicizing. To provide suppliers 
in the United States with an opportunity 
to participate in furnishing commodities 
which may be purchased on a 
negotiated basis under A.LD. financing, 
A.LD. will periodically publish for each 
cooperating country a list of 
commodities which may be expected to 
be imported and the names and contact 
information for the importers which 
have traditionally purchased these 
commodities. Interested suppliers may 
then make offers or furnish quotations 
on the products they desire to sell 
directly to the importers of those 
products. A.LD. will not publicize 
specific proposed purchases which are 
to be undertaken by private sector 
importers on a negotiated basis unless 
specifically requested to do se by the 
importer in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

(c) Notification. If the importer elects 
to solicit quotations and offers for 
specific proposed purchases through 
publication by A.ED., A.LD. will notify 
prospective suppliers of the export 
opportunity through the appropriate 
A.LD. bulletin. Requests for such 
notification shall be submitted to the 
Office of Small and Disadvantaged 
Business Utilization/Minority Resource 
Center, A.LD., Washington, DC 20523- 
1414, and shall contain the name and 
contact information for the importer, a 
full description of the commodities and 
any commodity related services. 
required, applicable price and delivery 


‘terms and other relevant procurement 


data, in the English language. The metric 
system of measurements shall be used 
for specifications unless A.LD. 
determines in writing that such use is 
impractical or is likely to cause 
significant inefficiencies or the loss of 
markets to US. firms. 

(d) Notice of quotations and offers 
received. A.LD. may require that the 
importer furnish an abstract in the 
English language and identify thereon 
all offers or quotations received, the 
offer accepted or order placed, the price, 
7 quantity, the name and address of 
all persons submitting offers or 
quotations and of their principals, if any 


(including manufacturers cr processors 
of the commodity}. ~ 

(e) Procurement under special 
supplier-importer relationships.—{t)} 
Solicitation of offers from more than one - 
supplier is not required if: 

(i) The importer is purchasing for 
resale or processing, as the supplier's 
regularly authorized distributor or 
dealer, a commodity which, under the 
terms of the distributorship or dealer 
agreement, the importer is precluded 
from buying from another supplier; or 

(ii) The importer is purchasing for 
resale a registered brand-name 
commodity from a supplier who is the 
exclusive distributor of that commodity 
to the area of the importer. 

(2) A.LD. may require the importer to 
furnish, or cause to be furnished, to 
A.LD. documentary evidence of the 
existence of the relationships described 
in paragraph (e){1) of this: section. 

§ 201.24 Progress and advance payments. 

(a) Definitions —({1} Progress 
Payments. Progress payments are 
payments made prior to shipment under 
a fixed price procurement contract, 
which are based on actual costs 
incurred or on an actual stage or 
percentage of completion accomplished. 

(2} Advance Payments. Advance 
payments are payments to # supplier 
prior to, and in anticipation of, 
performance under a procurement 
contract. They are not based on actual 
performance or actual costs incurred. 

(b} Progress Payments.—{(1) 
Conditions for Eligibility. A.1.D. will 
approve progress payments only if: 

(i) The period between the 
commencement of work and the first 
required delivery will exceed four 
months; 

(ii} There will be substantial 
predelivery costs that may have a 
material impact on a suppliers’s working 
capital; 

(iii) The total FAS purchase price will 
exceed $200,000; 

(iv) The supplier must establish a 
performance bond or guaranty im favor 
of the borrower/grantee providing 
adequate security for the amount ef the 
progress payments; and 

(v) The amount of the progress 
payments does not exceed 95 percent of 
the total FAS purchase price. 

(2) Notice. In order for progress 
payments to be eligible under a 
competitive procurement, the 
solicitation document must state that 
such payments will be allowed and that 
a request for progress payments will not 
be considered an adverse factor in the 
award. of the contract. 
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(3) Approval. All progress payments 
must be approved in writing by A.LD. 

(c) Advance Payments.—{1) 
Conditions for Eligibility. Advance 
payments may be authorized only if 
A.LD. has made a positive 
determination in writing that: 

(i) ALD. will benefit therefrom, in 
terms of increased competition and/or 
lower prices, prior to the issuance of the 
solicitation or prior to award of a 
noncompetitive contract; and 

{ii) The supplier has a financial 
management system which is adequate 
for controlling and accounting for U.S. 
government funds. 

(2) Amount. The amount of the 
advance is based on an analysis of the 
working capital required under the 
procurement contract, taking into 
consideration the availability of the 
supplier's own working capital and shall 
be limited to the minimum amount 
needed for immediate disbursing needs. 

(3) Security. The supplier must 
establish an advance payment bond or 
guaranty in favor of the borrower/ 
grantee providing adequate security for 
the amount of the advance payment. 

(4) Notice. In order for advance 
payments to be eligible under a 
competitive procurement, the 
solicitation document must state that 
such payments will be allowed and that 
a request for advance payments will not 
be considered an adverse factor in the 
award of the contract. 

(5) Approvals. All advance payments 
must be approved by A.LD. in writing. 


§ 201.25 Bid and performance bonds and 
guaranties. 


Whenever the importer requires the 
posting of a bid bond or guaranty or 
performance bond or guaranty, the type 
of bond or guaranty (certified check, 
irrevocable letter of credit, bank bond, 
bank guaranty, or surety bond) shall be 
at the option of the bidder or supplier. 
Posted bid bonds or guaranties shall be 
returned to unsuccessful bidders 
promptly after an award is made. Unless 
converted to a required performance 
bond or guaranty, any bid bond or 
guaranty posted by the successful 
bidder shall also be returned promptly. 
Performance bonds or guaranties (as 
distinguished from commodity 
warranties of quality or performance) 
shall be canceled no later than 30 days 
after completion of the contract 
performance guarantied. 


§ 201.26 Expenditure of marine insurance 
losspayments.  —_—y 
Unless otherwise authorized by A.LD., 


any marine insurance loss payment 
under a marine insurance policy 


financed pursuant to this part 201 
received by the importer, either directly 
or indirectly, shall be used by the 
importer as follows: se 

(a) To procure from a source specified 
in the implementing document which 
originally provided the A.LD. funds, 
commodities which have been 
designated by A.LD. to the borrower/ 
grantee as eligible for A.L.D. financing; 
or 

(b) To cover the cost of repairs to 
commodities damaged during shipment. 


Subpart D—Responsibilities of 
Suppliers 


§ 201.30 Purpose. 


This subpart establishes the 
responsibilities of suppliers who furnish 
commodities and/or commodity-related 
services. 


§ 201.31 Suppliers of commodities. 


(a) Performance of the sales contract. 
The supplier of commodities shall 
comply with the terms and conditions of 
its contract with the importer and any 
letter of credit or direct letter of 
commitment under which it secures 
payment. 

(b) Responsibilities relating to 
eligibility of commodities. The supplier 
shall fulfill its responsibilities under 
§ 201.11 by assuring that: 

(1) The commodity conforms to the 
description contained in its contract and 
letter of credit or direct letter of 
commitment and, unless otherwise 
authorized by A.LD. in writing, the 
commodity is unused and has not been 
disposed of as surplus by any 
governmental agency; 

(2) The source of the commodity 
complies with the provisions of 
§ 201.11(b) relating to source as required 
by its contract, letter of credit or direct 
letter of commitment; 

{3) The provisions of § 201.11(d) 
relating to the medium of transportation 
are complied with to the extent that the 
supplier arranges such transportation; 

(4) All documents required by § 201.52 
to be submitted by the supplier to 
receive payment are submitted by it on 
or before the terminal date specified in 
the letter of credit, direct letter of 
commitment, or, if payment is'to be 
made at sight, the purchase contract; 

(5) The provisions of the U.S. Treasury 
Department Foreign Assets, Sanctions, 
Transactions and Funds Control 
Regulations published in 31 CFR parts 
500 through 599, as from time to time 
amended, are complied with; and 

(6) The purchase price of the 
commodity meets the requirements of 


subpart G of this part applicable to the 
supplier. 

(c) Responsibilities relating to 
eligibility of delivery services. The 
supplier of commodities shall be 
responsible for assuring that any 
delivery services obtained by it for its 
own or for the importer’s account 

comply with the requirements of 
§ 201.13 and, if required by A.LD., for 
assuring that any shipping documents 
obtained by it contain an appropriate 
diversion clause pursuant to § 201.43. 
The supplier shall deliver to A.I.D. any 
shipping documents available to it 
whenever such delivery is requested by 
A.LD. 

(d) Marking of shipping containers 
and commodities.—{1) Affixing 
emblems and identification numbers. 
The supplier of commodities shall be 
responsible for assuring that all export 
packaging, whether shipped from the 
United States or from any other source 
country, carries the official A.LD. 
(clasped hands) emblem. Additionally, 
except as A.D. may otherwise 
prescribe, when the supplier is given 
notice by the importer that the importer 
is the government of the cooperating 
country or any of its subdivisions or 
instrumentalities, the supplier shall also 
be responsible for assuring that, in 
addition to the shipping cartons or other 
export packaging, all commodities carry 
the A.I.D. emblem. The A.LD. financing 
document number shall be marked on 

‘ each export shipping carton and box in 
characters at least equal in height to the 
shipper’s marks. When commodities are 
shipped as containerized freight in a 
reusable shipping container, the 
container is not considered export 
packaging within the meaning of this 
paragraph and the outside of the 
container need not be marked; however, 
the cartons, boxes, etc., inside the 
container must be marked. 


(i) Durability of emblems. Emblems 
shall be affixed by metal plate, 
decalcomania, stencil, label, tag or other 
means, depending upon the type of 
commodity or export packaging and the 
nature of the surface to be marked. The 
emblem placed on commodities shall be 
as durable as the trademark, commodity 
or brand name affixed by the producer; 
the emblem on each export packaging 
unit shall be affixed in a manner which 
assures that the emblem will remain 
legible until the unit reach the 
consignee. 


(ii) Size of emblems. The size of an 
emblem may vary depending upon the 
size of the commodity and the size of the 
export packaging. The emblem shall in 
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every case be large enough to be clearly 
visible at a reasonable distance. 

(iii) Design and color of emblems. 
Emblems shall conform in design and 
color to samples available from the 
Office of Procurement, Commodity 
Support Division, A.I1.D., Washington, 
DC 20523-1415, and from the Mission. 

(2) Exception to requirement for 
affixing emblems. To the extent 
compliance is impracticable, emblems 
shall not be required for: 

(i) Raw materials shipped in bulk 
(including grain, coal, petroleum, oil, and 
lubricants); 

(ii) Vegetable fibers packaged in 
bales; and 

(iii) Semifinished products which are 
not packaged in any way. 

(3) Waiver. If compliance with the 
marking requirement is found to be 
impracticable with respect to other 
commodities not excepted by paragraph 
(d)(2) of this section, the supplier (or, 
when appropriate, the borrower/ 
grantee) may request a waiver from 
A.LD. (Regional Assistant Administrator 
or his/her designee). 

(e) Export licenses and approvals. The 
supplier shall be solely responsible for 
assuring that all necessary export 
licenses and approvals are obtained. 

(f) Distribution of shipping documents. 
The supplier shall make the customary 
commercial document distribution, as 
well as any special distribution (e.g., to 
the A.LD. Mission in the importing 
country) which may be specified in the 
letter of credit, direct letter of 
commitment or other payment 
instruction covering the transaction. 
Prior to presenting the documents 
specified in § 201.52 for payment, the 
supplier shall mail not later than 30 days 
from the date of shipment a legible copy 
of all rated ocean bill(s) of lading 
described in § 201.52(a)(4)(i) to: 
Maritime Administration, Division of 
National Cargo, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20590-0001; and 
Transportation Division, Office of 
Procurement, A.I.D., Washington, DC 
20523-1419. 

(g) Adjustment refunds, credits, and 
allowances. All adjustments in the 
purchase price in an A.L.D.-financed 
transaction in favor of the importer 
arising out of the terms of the contract 
or the customs of the trade shall be 
made by the supplier in the form of a 
dollar payment to A.LD. Any such 
payment shall be transmitted to the 
Office of Financial Management, A.LD., 
Washington, DC 20523-0208, and shall 
be accompanied by a statement 
explaining the adjustment and shall 
specify the name and address of the 
importer, the date and amount of the 
original invoice, and the identification 
number of the implementing document, 


if known, under which the original 
transaction was financed. A.LD. will 
advise the borrower/grantee of such 
adjustment refunds received. Despatch 
earned by the supplier, other than 
despatch earned at the port of loading 
on c.i.f. and c. & f. shipments, shall be 
refunded to A.LD. in accordance with 
§ 201.67(a)(5). 

(h) Vesting in A.LD. of title to 
commodities. The supplier shall be 
responsible for compliance with the 
provisions of § 201.44 applicable to it. 


(i) Termination or modification of 
A.LD.-financing. The supplier shall be 
responsible for compliance with the 
provisions of § 201.45 applicable to it. 


§ 201.32 Suppliers of delivery services. 


(a) Performance of the service 
contract. The supplier of delivery 
services financed by A.LD. shall comply 
with the terms and conditions of its 
contract to supply delivery services. 

(b) Adjustment in the price of delivery 
services. The supplier of delivery 
services shall pay to the Office of 
Financial Management, A.LD., 
Washington, DC 20523-0208, all 


’ adjustments in the purchase price in 


favor of the importer (or person 
purchasing the ocean transportation 
services) arising out of the terms of the 
contract or the customs of the trade. 
Any such payment shall be 
accompanied by a statement explaining 
the adjustment and shall specify the 
name and address of the importer or 
other person for whom the adjustment is 
made, the date and amount of the 
original invoice, and the identification 
number of the implementing document, 
if known, under which the original 
transaction was financed. 


(c) Marine insurance reporting 
requirement. With respect to any loss 
payment exceeding $10,000 in value 
which a supplier of marine insurance 
makes under a marine insurance policy 
financed pursuant to this part, the 
supplier of marine insurance shall, 
within 15 days of making such payment, 
report to the Commodity Support 
Division, Office of Procurement, A.LD. 
Washington, DC 20523-1415, the amount 
and date of the payment, a description 


_ of the commodity, the A.LD. 


identification number, name of the 
carrier, vessel, and voyage number 
(alternatively, flight or inland carrier run 
number), date of the bill(s) of lading, the 
identity and address of the assured, and 
the identity and address of the assignee 
of the assured to whom payment has 
actually been made. 


Subpart E—General Provisions — 
Relating to A.I.D. Financing of 
Commodities and Commodity-Related 
Services 


§ 201.40 Purpose. 


This subpart sets forth certain 
provisions of general application to 
transactions subject to this part. 


§ 201.41 Audit and inspection. 


The borrower/grantee shall maintain 
records adequate to document the 
arrival and disposition in the 
cooperating country of all commodities 
financed by A.LD., and to identify the 
importer (or the first purchaser or 
transferee if the commodity is imported 
by the borrower/grantee) for a period of 
3 years following the date of payment or 
reimbursement by A.LD. or for such 
other period as A.LD. and the borrower/ 
grantee agree. In addition, the 
borrower/grantee or the importer shall, 
to the extent either exercises control or 
custody over the commodities, permit 
A.LD. or any of its authorized 
representatives at all reasonable times 
during the 3-year or other agreed period 
to inspect the commodities at any point, 
including the point of use, and to inspect 
all records and documents pertaining to 
such commodities. 


§ 201.42 Reexport of A.I.D. financed 
commodities. 


Unless specifically authorized by 
A.LD., commodities imported into a 
cooperating country under A.1.D.- 
financing may not be exported in the 
same or substantially in the same form 
from the cooperating country. In the 
event of any unauthorized reexport, the 
borrower/grantee shall pay promptly to 
A.LD., upon demand, the entire amount 
reimbursed or such lesser or greater 
amount as A.I.D. may deem appropriate 
under the circumstances of the 
particular transaction. Such an amount 
shall in no event, however, exceed the 
greater of either the amount reimbursed 
or the amount realized from the 
reexport. 


§ 201.43 Diversion clause. 


A.LD. may require that charter 
parties, bills of lading, or other ocean 
shipping documents covering A.I.D.- 
financed commodities contain a clause 
substantially as follows: 


A.LD. may at any time prior to unloading 
prescribe a different port of discharge from 
among the ports covered by the applicable 
tariff. Diversion charges shall apply in 
accordance with the tariff or contract of 
affreightment. Deviation insurance and extra 
handling costs actually incurred shall be 
reimbursed. 





§ 201.44 Vesting in A.D. of title to 
commodities. 


(a) Vesting upon order of A.I.D. ALD. 
may direct that title to A.LD.-financed 
commodities in transit to a cooperating 
country shall be vested in A-LD. if, in 
the opinion of A.LD., such action is 
necessary to assure compliance with the 
provisions or purposes of any act of 
Congress. 

(1) Rights of A.LD. upon vesting of 
title. In acco with instructions by 
A.LD., the borrower/grantee, supplier, 
and bank shall transfer such negotiable 
bills of lading, suppliers’ invoices, 
packing lists, inspection certificates or 
other designated documents relating to 
the commodities as are in, or may come 
into, their possession. 

(2) Diversion of commodities. ALD. 
may direct the master or operator of a 
vessel or an inland carrier carrying the 
commodities to divert them away from 
the port or other destination specified in 
the shipping documents and to deliver 
them at such other destination as A.LD. 
may designate. 

(b) Financial responsibility of A.LD. 
under vesting order. (1} ALD. will 
reimburse a supplier who has not 
already received payment under the 
purchase contract for all commodities 
with respect to which A.LD. has taken 
title under a vesting order. 

(2) A.LD. will assume the 
responsibility for any extra costs 
(including the costs of marine insurance 
and handling) which are incurred as a 
result of a diversion. Such costs shall 
not exceed diversion charges as per 
tariff (liner shipments) or contract of 
affreightment (charters), and shall 
include only those deviation insurance 
and extra handling costs which are 
actually incurred. 

(3) A-LD. shall incur no liability to the 
borrower/grantee, the importer, or to the 
approved applicant by reason of any 
order which vests in A.LD. title to 
commodities, or by reason of any 
request for the diversion of 
commodities. 


$201.45 Termination or modification of a 
loan, grant or implementing document. 

(a) Effect of termination or 
modification. (1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, the 
availability of A-LD. funds to finance the 
procurement of commodities and 
commodity-related services shall 
terminate or shall be modified, 
whenever and to the same extent that 
the implementing document which 
relates to such delivery is terminated or 
modified by operation of provisions 
contained in the document, or by the 
— of rights otherwise reserved to 

LD. 


(2) Unless the supplier and A.LD. 
agree otherwise, to the extent that the 
supplier has received an irrevocable 
letter of credit from a bank under an 
A.LD. letter of commitment, the 
purchase contract shall be affected only 
to the extent necessary to comply with 
any vesting order issued by A.LD. in 
accordance with § 201.44. 

(b) Responsibilities of parties after 
termination or modification of A.L.D.- 
financing. Upon termination or 
modification of A.LD.-financing of 
commodities or commodity-related 
services, the supplier, importer and 
approved applicant shall make such 
arrangements as are necessary to obtain 
the cancellation or modification of any 
letter of credit in favor of the supplier. 


§ 201.46 Compensation to supplier if 
shipment Is prohibited. 


(a) Payment to supplier. A.LD. shall 
make appropriate payment to a supplier 
for the value of A.LD.-financed 
commodities available for immediate 
shipment from the United States if all 
the following conditions are satisfied: 

(1) Shipment is prohibited by order of 
the U.S. Government and such order has 
general application to all shipments to 
the cooperating country. 

(2) Payment may not be made by the 
bank under the terms of the letter of 
credit or payment instructions. 

(3) The supplier is unable to dispose 
of the commodities without loss. 

(4) The supplier tenders to A.LD. a 
negotiable warehouse receipt covering 
the commodities in question and 
presents to A.LD. such other 
documentation required by § 201.52 as 
may be appropriate under the 
circumstances. 

(b) Other settlement. In lieu of 
accepting title to the commodities, A.LD. 
may negotiate with the supplier such 
other settlement as may be fair and 
equitable under the circumstances. 


§ 201.47 Use of marine insurance loss 
proceeds. 


The borrower/grantee shall pay 
promptly to A.LD. a sum equal to the 
proceeds received by an importer or its 
assignee in settlement of a marine 
insurance claim under a marine 
insurance policy financed pursuant to 
this part 201, if such proceeds are not 
expended in the manner provided by 
§ 201.26 within a reasonable period after 
receipt by the importer. 


Subpart F—Payment and 
Reimbursement 


§ 201.50 Purpose. 

This subpart describes: 

(a) The methods by which A.LD. will 
make payment or reimbursement for 
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commodities and commodity related 
services which have been furnished; 

(b) The documentation required to be 
submitted to A.D. for the purpose of 
obtaining such payment or 
reimbursement; and 

(c) The terminal date for presentation 
of documents which A.LD. requires as a 
condition for payment or 
reimbursement. 


§ 201.51 Methods of financing. 


Under procurements subject to this 
part 201, the following methods of 
financing may be employed by A.LD. In 
each case, the method of financing shall 
be consistent with provisions in the 
pertinent implementing documents. 

(a) Direct reimbursement. Upon 
presentation to A.LD. of the documents 
specified in § 201.52, a borrower/grantee 
will be reimbursed for the cost of 
commodities and commodity-related 
services procured by the borrower/ 
grantee directly or procured by other 
importers with the authorization of the 
borrower/grantee, if such commodities 
or services are eligible under the 
implementing document and under this 
part 201 for A.LD.-financing. 

(b) Letter of commitment to a bank. At 
the request of the borrower/grantee. 
A.LD. will issue a letter of commitment 
to a bank for a specified amount in 
dollars. Reimbursement to a bank will 
be in accordance with the terms of such 
letter of commitment for sight payments 
made for the account of an approved 
applicant. Any such payment by a bank 
made in anticipation of a letter of 
commitment and falling within the scope 
of payments authorized by such letter of 
commitment when issued, will be 
deemed to be a payment to be 
reimbursed by A.LD. thereunder. 

(1) Requests for bank letters of 
commitment. All requests for bank 
letters of commitment shall be in the 
English language and shall be submitted 
to A.LD. by the borrower/grantee in 
duplicate. They shall contain the 
following: 

(i) Identification of the loan or grant 
agreement; 

(ii) The dollar amount of the letter of 
commitment; 

(iii) The name and address of the 
bank to which the letter of commitment 
is to be issued; 

(iv) The name and address of the 
approved applicant; 

(v) The expiration date to be stated in 
the letter of commitment, which shall be 
not later than the final date specified in 
the implementing document for 
submission of documentation to the 
bank as a basis for disbursement 
against the letter of commitment, except 
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that, if a terminal shipping date is 
provided in the implementing document, 
the expiration date shall be the last day 
of the month following the month in 
which the terminal shipping date occurs. 

(vi) Identification of the items to be 
financed under the letter of commitment 
(including the Schedule B identification). 

(2) Approved applicant's request to 
bank—(i) Form and effect of request. An 
approved applicant may apply to the 
bank holding a letter of commitment for 
the issuance, confirmation, or advice of 
a commercial letter of credit for the 
benefit of a supplier, or may instruct the 
bank to make payments at sight to such 
supplier, or may instruct the bank to 
make payments at sight to or for the 
account of the borrower/grantee. 

(ii) Borrower/grantee assignment 
under a letter of commitment. The 
borrower/grantee’s request to A.L.D. for 
a letter of commitment shall be deemed 
notification to A.I.D. of assignment of 
any rights to receive.reimbursement for 
the specified funds under the related 
implementing document. A.LD., by 
issuance of the letter of commitment, 
shall be deemed to have consented to 
such assignment. Any such assignment 
or consent shall inure to the benefit of 
the bank’s legal successors and 
assignees. 

(iii) Requirements imposed by bank. 
The borrower/grantee and the approved 
applicant shall be deemed to have 
consented to imposition by the bank 
upon the beneficiary of any letter of 
credit or payment instruction of such 
requirements as the bank deems 
necessary in order to comply with its 
applicable obligations to A.I.D. Such 
consent shall be deemed an express 
condition incorporated in any request of 
the approved applicant under paragraph 
(b)(2)(i) of this section. 

(3) Reimbursement of bank. Upon 
presentation to A.I.D. of the documents 
described in § 201.52, A.LD. will 
reimburse the bank for any amounts 
paid by it in dollars to or on behalf of 
the approved applicant pursuant to a 
letter of commitment, subject, however, 
to compliance by the bank with the 
requirements of subpart H. Such 
documents in the normal course should 
be presented to A.I.D. promptly. Bank 
charges will be eligible for 
reimbursement if authorized in the letter 
of commitment. Reimbursement 
normally will be made within 7 days by 
an electronic funds transfer. 

(c) Bank charges under letters of 
commitment. (1) To claim 
reimbursement for commissions, 
transfers or other charges, not including 
interest on advances, the bank shall 
submit the Voucher SF 1034 and shall 
attach thereto a copy of the payment 


advice which identifies the costs being 
billed. 

(2) To claim reimbursement for 
interest on advances, the bank shall 
claim reimbursement on the Voucher SF 
1034, attaching thereto: 

(i) The monthly statement of advance 
account established under the letter of 
commitment, in duplicate, showing: 

(A) The opening balance; 

(B) The date and amount of each type 
of charge attributable to the letter of 
commitment, indicating the number of 
the letter of commitment, subsidiary 
letter of credit, or payment instruction or 
request under which the charge was 
made; 

(C) The date and amount of each 
A.LD. reimbursement to the bank, 
indicating either the A.1.D. bureau 
voucher number or the number of the 
letter of commitment, subsidiary letter 
of credit, or payment instruction or 
request under which the payment was 
made; and 

(D) The closing balance; 

(ii ) The bank’s monthly advice of 
charge, in duplicate, showing: 

(A) The outstanding balance in the 
advance account on each day of the 
period covered; and 

(B) The amount of interest charged 
during the period. 

(3) Certification. Each claim for 
reimbursement shall have endorsed 
thereon or attached thereto a 
certification by an authorized 
representative of the bank that the 
charges for which payment is being 
claimed are in accordance with the 
schedule of charges agreed on between 
the bank and the approved applicant or 
beneficiary. 

(4) Report. The bank shall submit a 
report showing the financial status of 
each letter of commitment issued to it by 
A.LD. The content, format and 
frequency of the report shall be 
prescribed in the letter of commitment. 
The report shall be prepared in an 
original and two copies, and distributed 
as follows: A.L.D./W (original), 
approved applicant (copy) and 
cognizant Mission (copy). The report to 
A.LD./W should be sent to the Office of 
Financial Management, Letter of 
Commitment Branch, A.LD., 
Washington, DC 20523-0208. The report 
shall be certified by an authorized 
signatory of the bank. 

(d) Direct letter of commitment to a 
supplier. (1) At the request of a 
borrower/grantee, A.I.D. may issue a 
direct letter of commitment to a supplier 
assuring payment by A.LD. of specified 
amounts to cover the cost of 
commodities and commodity-related 
services. The letter of commitment to a 
supplier will identify the purchase 


contract to which it relates‘ and the 
implementing document under which it 
is issued. 

(2) Assignment may be permitted as 
provided for in the direct letter of 
commitment. 


§ 201.52 Required documents. 


(a) Commodities and commodity- 
related services. Claims for 
reimbursement or payment with respect 
to commodities and commodity-related 
services shall be supported by the 
documents listed in paragraphs (a)(1) 
through (8) of this section or by such 
other documents as may be required in 
the letter of commitment or other 
applicable implementing document. 
Each document shall indicate the 
identification number of the letter of 
commitment or other applicable 
implementing document. 

(1) Voucher. Voucher SF 1034 with ~ 
three copies, to be prepared by the 
borrower/grantee, by the approved 
applicant, by the bank as assignee or 
agent for the approved applicant, or, in 
the case of a direct letter of 
commitment, by the supplier. 

(2) Supplier’s invoice. (i) One copy of 
the supplier’s detailed invoice showing 
the following: 

(A) The name and address of the 
importer; 

(B) The quantity and the description 
of each item shipped, in sufficient detail, 
including the U.S. Department of 
Commerce Schedule B number, for 
ready identification; 

(C) The total gross sales price; 

(D) The total net sales price 
(determined by deducting from the total 
gross sales price the amounts required 
to be deducted under § 201.65(d)); 

(E) The sales price for each item net of 
all trade discounts under § 201.85(d); 

(F) The delivery terms (e.g., f.o.b., 
f.a.s., c.i.f. or c. & £.); 

(G) The type and dollar amount of 
each incidental service which is not 
included in the price of the commodity 
and for which reimbursement is claimed; 

(H) The type and dollar amount of 
each delivery service obtained by the 
supplier of the commodity for the 
importer’s account which is not included 
in the price of the commodity and for 
which reimbursement is claimed; 

(I) To the extent that the commodity 
price includes commodity-related 
services, a list of each such service and 
the dollar amounts attributable to each 
such service; and 

(J) Unless a Supplier's certificate 
covering marine insurance is submitted, 
the name and address of the supplier of 
such insurance and the dollar cost 
thereof. 
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(ii) Each invoice submitted under a 
bank Jetter of commitment shall be 
marked PAID by the supplier, or 
alternatively, the bank may certify by an 
endorsement on or attachment to the 
invoice that payment has been made in 
the amount shown on the invoice. 

(iii) Each invoice must contain 
certifications from the supplier to the 
effect that: 

(A) The A.LD. marking requirements 
set forth in § 201.31{d) have been met; 

(B) Unless otherwise specified by 
A.LD., the supplier has airmailed to the 
A.LD. Mission in the capital city of the 
cooperating country one copy each of 
the invoice, packing list and bill{s) of 
lading; 

(C) If shipment is effected by ocean 
vessel, one copy of all bill(s) of lading 
described in § 201.52(a)}(4) has been 
mailed to: Maritime Administration, 
Division of National Cargo, 400 Seventh 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001; 
and Transportation Division, Office of 
Procurement, A.LD., Washington, DC 
20523-1419. 

(3) Charter party. A copy {or 
photostat) of any approved charter party 
under which shipment is made, 
submitted: 

(i) By the commodity supplier 
whenever A.LD.-finances any portion of 
the dollar price of a commodity sale 
under c.&f. or c.i.f. delivery terms, or 

(ii) By the supplier of ocean 
transportation whenever A.LD.-finances 
the freight under any freight 
reimbursement arrangement. 

If shipment is made under a consecutive 
voyage or time charter and the person or 
organization seeking reimbursement or 
payment has previously submitted to 
A.LD. a copy {or photostat) of said 
charter party in support of a prior claim 
for reimbursement or payment, such 
person or erganization may, in lieu of 
further submission of the charter party, 
certify to the fact of prior submission. 

(4) Evidence of shipment. {i) A copy 
(or photostat) of the bill{s) of lading 
(ocean, charter party, air, rail, barge, or 
truck) or parcel pest receipt evidencing 
shipment from the point of export in the 
source country or free port or bonded 
warehouse. The bill{s) of lading shall 
indicate the carrier's complete statement 
of charges, including all relevant 
weights, cubic measurements, rates and 
additional charges, whether or not 
freight is financed by A.LD. If an 
NVOCC is used, rated copies of both the 
NVOCC’s through bill of lading and the 
bill(s) of lading of all VOCCs must be 
included. 

(ii) When the commodity is 
transported to the cooperating country 
under its own power (e.g., a fishing 


vessel), A:LD. will require a certificate 
signed by the importer or its authorized 
agent, certifying that the commodity has 
been received by the importer, to be 
submitted instead of a bill of lading. 

(iii) When the supplier is not 
responsible under the terms of its 
agreement with the importer for assuring 
that the commodities are loaded on 
board the vessel, such as when delivery 
terms are f.a.s. port of shipment, the 
importer may request and the 
Commodity Support Division, Office of 
Procurement, A.1.D., Washington, DC 
20523-1415 may authorize the following 
documents, instead of a bill of lading, to 
be submitted with a claim for 
reimbursement or payment for the 
commodities: 

(A) A dock or warehouse receipt 
containing the commodity description, 
weight and cubic measurement, port of 
loading, and, if available, name and flag 
of vessel; the receipt must show 
consignment of the commodities to a 
person or organization designated by 
the importer; and 

(B) A letter from the consignee 
addressed to A.D. undertaking to 
arrange for shipment of the goods to the 
cooperating country and to deliver to: 
FM/CMPD, Office of Financial 
Management, A.1L.D., Washington, DC 
20523-0209, within 15 days from the date 
of shipment, a copy of the bill of lading 
evidencing shipment to the cooperating 
country. The bill of lading shall indicate 
the carrier's complete statement of 
charges, as in paragraph (a)(4)(i) of this 
section. 

(5) Documentation on shipments to a 
free port or bonded warehouse. When a 
commodity is shipped out of a free port 
or bonded warehouse, the supplier shall: 

(i) Provide as an attachment to a copy 
of the invoice, a copy of the bill of lading 
(bearing a notation of the freight cost) 
covering the shipment of the commodity 
into the free port or bonded warehouse, 


or 

(ii) If such a bill of lading is not 
available to the supplier, provide the 
following information and certify to the 
accuracy of the information: the country 
or area from which the commodities 
were shipped to such free port or 
bonded warehouse; the name and flag of 
the vessel which transported the 
commodities from the source country to 
the free port or bonded warehouse; the 
cost of the freight for such shipment; and 
the free port or bonded warehouse to 
which shipment was made from the 
source country, or 

(iii) If commodities have been 
commingled in the warehouse in such a 
way that shipments out of the 
warehouse cannot be related to 
particular shipments into the 


warehouse, the supplier shall certify to 
the best of its knowledge and belief that 
a portion of the commodities was 
transported to the free port or bonded 
warehouse as required by 

§ 201.13(b)(1)(i)(D), and the quantity for 
which A.LD.-financing is sought does 
not exceed that amount. 

(6) Supplier's Certificate (form AID 
262). An original and one copy of the 
Supplier's Certificate executed, without 
modification, by: 

(i) The supplier of the commodity for 
the cost of the commodity and any 
commodity-related services furnished by 
the commodity supplier; 

(ii) The carrier for the cost of ocean or 
air transportation financed by A.LD.; 

(iii) The insurer for the cost of marine 
insurance financed by A.LD. if such cost 
exceeds $50. 

(7) Freight forwarder’s invoice. One 
copy of the freight forwarder’s invoice, if 
any, marked PAID and containing a 
complete, individually priced 
itemization of all charges and fees billed 
by or through the forwarder. 

(8) Commodity approval application 
(form AID 11). One signed original of the 
Commodity Approval Application 
executed by the commodity supplier and 
countersigned by A.LD. In the case of a 
claim for reimbursement or payment for 
partial shipment presented subsequent 
to submission of the original Commodity 
Approval Application, one reproduced 
copy of the original countersigned 
Commodity Approval Application, 
appropriately certified as such by the 
supplier. 

(b) Execution of Certificates. {1) The 
original of each Supplier's Certificate 
and Commodity Approval Application 
shall be signed by hand and shall bind 
the person or organization in whose 
behalf the execution is made. 

(2) The Supplier’s Certificate covering 
the cost of marine insurance may be 
executed on behalf of the marine insurer 
by an insurance broker or by a 
commodity supplier if the commodity 
supplier is the assured under an open 
cargo insurance policy issued by the 
marine insurer and is authorized under 
such policy to bind the marine insurer 
by issuing insurance certificates or 
policies in favor of importers. In each 
such case, the insurance broker or 
commodity supplier shall indicate on the 
Supplier's Certificate the name and 
address of the insurance company 
which is acting as the supplier of marine 
insurance and shall describe itself 
below its signature as a commodity 
supplier issuing a certificate under an 
open cargo insurance policy or as an 
insurance broker. 
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§ 201.53 ‘Final date for presentation of 
documents. 

(a) Direct reimbursement. Prescribed 
documents shall be presented to A.D. 
by the borrower/ grantee no later than 
the terminal date specified in the 
implementing document. 

(b) Letter of commitment to.a bank. 
Prescribed decuments shall be 
presented by the bank to ALD. and 
shall cover: 

(1) Payments or negotiations made 
under letters of credit expiring no later 
than the expiration date stated in the 
letter of commitment, or 

(2) Payments to a supplier, the 
approved applicant, or, at the request of 
an approved applicant, to a person other 
than the supplier, made no later than 
such expiration date. 

(c) Direct Jetter of commitment to 
supplier. Documents prescribed for 
payment under a direct letter of 
commitment to a supplier shall be 
presented by the supplier to A.1.D. no 
later than the expiration date stated 
therein. Such documents must evidence 
shipment no later than the terminal 
shipment date provided in the direct 
letter of commitment. 


Subpart G—Price Provisions 


§ 201.60 Purpose and applicability of this 
subpart. 
This subpart prescribes rules relating 


to prices, discounts, commissions, 
credits, allowances, and other 
payments. These-rules shall be observed 
in the procurement of commodities and 
commodity-related services financed 
under this part. The rules implement and 
supplement the requirements of the Act 
relating to prices in such procurement. 
The general purpose of these rules is to 
assure the prudent use of A.LD. funds. 

(a) Statutory price limitations. (1) 
Section 604(a) of the Act provides inter 
alia that funds made available under 
this Act may be used for procurement 
outside the United States only if the 
price of any commodity procured in bulk 
is lower than the market price prevailing 
in the United States at the time of 
procurement adjusted for differences in 
the cost of transportation to destination, 
quality, and terms of payment. 

(2) Section 604(b) of the Act provides 
that no funds made available under this 
Act shall be used for the purchase in 
bulk of any commodities at prices higher 
than the market price prevailing in the 
United States at the time of purchase, 
adjusted for differences in the cost of 
transportation to destination, quality, 
and terms of payment. 

(b) Transactions covered. The rules 
and conditions prescribed by ‘this 
subpart apply to all A-LD.-financed 


transactions subject to this regulation, 
whether or not the commodities are 
purchased én bulk. 

(c) Compliance. Cempliance with this 
subpart G and with any additional price 
requirement contained inthe 
implementing document shall be a 
condition to the financing by A.LD. of 
procurement ‘transactions under this 
part. Post-audit of transactions will be 
made by A.LD. to determine whether 
there has been ‘such compliance. 


§ 201.61 Meaning of terms.in this subpart. 

(a) Class of purchaser means any 
group of purchasers which is separately 
identifiable and which is distinguishable 
from other purchasers on the basis of 
quantity purchased, distribution 
function or.established trade practice. 

(b) Commission. See § 201.01fh). 

(c) Comparable domestic sale:means 
any comparable sale not in export 
transactions. 

(d) Comparable export sale means 
any comparable sale in export 
transactions. 

(e) Comparable sale means any sale 
of or bona fide offer to sell the same 
commodity, or {in the absence of such a 
sale or offer to sell) any sale of or offer 
to sell a similar commodity which, with 
respect to the quantity, quality, grade, 
period of delivery, supply area, terms of 
sale, or class of purchaser, either: 

' (1) Is not sufficiently different from 
the sale being tested to result 
customarily in a price different from the 
price in the sale being tested; or 

(2) Can be related to the sale being 
tested through application of a 
customary price differential. A sale 
which is otherwise comparable to 
another sale is not rendered 
noncomparable by virtue of its being 
made out of a free port or bonded 
warehouse. The fact that.a sale is made 
out of a free port or bonded warehouse 
shall not cause that sale to differ from 
otherwise comparable sales with 
respect to terms of sale, supply area, or 
period of delivery. 

(f) The date the purchase price is 
fixed means ‘the date on which the 
parties agree on the price. Tf, however, 
the parties establish the price as of any 
other date which is subsequent to the 
date of such agreement and not later 
than the date of delivery, the term 
means such other date regardless of 
whether it precedes, coincides with or 
follows the legally effective date of the 
purchase contract. 

(g) Export differential means the 
customary difference in price, if any, 
between domestic sales and otherwise 
comparable export sales. 

(h) Period of delivery means the 
length of time between ‘the date the 


purchase price is fixed or the date-of the 
purchase contract, whichever is later, 
and the date by which delivery is to be 
completed. 

(i) Producer means any person who 
grows, mines, manufactures, processes, 
or assembles a commodity in the form in 
which it is exported. 

{j) Purchase price means the total 
amount which the purchaser agrees to 
pay or make available to or for the 
benefit of the supplier {including any 
person or organization designated ‘by 
the supplier to receive such payment) for 
any commodity or commodity-related 
service which is wholly or partly 
financed by A:LD. 

(k) Representative of the importer 
means any entity affiliated with the 
importer by ownership or management 
ties, and any office.or employee of such 
entity. 

(1) Similar commodity means a 
commodity which is functionally 
interchangeable with the commodity in 
the sale being tested, and affords the 
purchaser substantially equivalent 
serviceability. 

(m) Supply area means the source 
country, or if the commodity is 
customarily sold at different prices 
(exclusive of transportation costs) from 
different geographic areas within a 
source country, the specific geographic 
area within the source country from 
which the commodity is shipped ‘to the 
cooperating country. 

{n) Time of purchase means that 
period encompassing the date the 
purchase price is fixed during which 
prices in comparable sales remain 
substantially constant. 

(o) Transportation cost means the cost 
of all transportation by land, sea, or air 
from the port of export to the destination 
in the cooperating country, plus the cost 
of marine insurance, if any, covering 
such transaction. Such costs are 
financed by A.LD. only to the extent 
provided in § 201.13. 


§ 201.62 Responsibilities of borrower/ 
grantee and of supplier. 

(a) Responsibilities of borrower/ 
grantee. The borrower/grantee shall: 

(1) When required by A.LD., develop 
and periodically update, or cooperate 
with A.LD. in the development and 
updating of, lists of importers who have 
traditionally imported the commodities 
which may be purchased under the loan 
or grant. Such listings shall be by 
commodity groupings selected by A.LD., 
cover all commodities eligible for 
financing, end, to the extent such 
information is available, show the 
names and addresses of all importers, 
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regardless of the source from which 
their imports originated. 

(2) Insure that the importer 

(i) Procures in accordance with the 
conditions set forth in subpart C as 
applicable, and 

(ii) Except as provided otherwise in 
§ 201.22, pays no more than the lowest 
available competitive price, including 
transportation cost, for the commodity. 

(b) Responsibility of supplier. In 
accordance with the provisions 
contained in the Supplier's Certificate, 
which the supplier must execute in order 
to receive payment, the supplier is 
responsible for compliance with the 
provisions of this subpart G, other than 
paragraph (a) of this section. 


§ 201.63 Maximum prices for 
commodities. 


(a) U.S. prevailing market price—U.S. 
source. The purchase price for a 
commodity, the source of which is the 
United States, shall not exceed the 
market price prevailing in comparable 
export sales in the United States at the 
time of purchase, adjusted for 
differences in the transportation cost: 
Provided, however, That if there are no 
such comparable export sales, then the 
purchase price, excluding transportation 
cost, may not exceed the market price 
prevailing in comparable domestic sales 
in the United States at the time of 
purchase, adjusted upward or 
downward by the appropriate export 
differential. 

(b) U.S. prevailing market price—non- 
U.S. source. The purchase price, 
including transportation cost, for a 
commodity the source of which is not 
the United States shall be lower than the 
market price prevailing in comparable 
export sales in the United States at the 
time of purchase including 
transportation cost: Provided, however, 
That if there are no such comparable 
export sales in the United States, then 
the purchase price from the source 
outside the United States, including 
transportation cost, must be lower than 
the market price prevailing in 
comparable domestic sales in the United 
States at the time of purchase, adjusted 
upward or downward by the 
appropriate export differential and 
transportation cost. 

(c) Supplier’s comparable export 
price—U.S. and non-U.S. sources. (1) 
The purchase price excluding 
transportation cost, shall not exceed 
prices generally charged by the supplier 
in comparable export sales from the 
source country at the time of purchase. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph 
(c)(1) of this section shall not apply to 
the purchase price: 


(i) In any sale under formal 
competitive bid procedures; or 

(ii) In any sale of a commodity 
generally traded on an organized 
commodity exchange. 

(3) Comparable export sales for the 
purpose of paragraph (c) of this section 
shall not include sales: 

(i) Under formal competitive bid 
procedures; or 

(ii) Of a commodity by a supplier to 
affiliates if the supplier demonstrates an 
established practice of selling the 
commodity to affiliates at prices lower 
than the prices it charges to 
nonaffiliates. 

(d) Source country prevailing market 
price—non-U.S. source. The purchase 
price, excluding transportation cost, 
shall not exceed the market price 
prevailing in the source country in 
comparable export sales at the time of 
purchase: Provided, however, That, if 
there are no such comparable export 
sales, then the purchase price, excluding 
transportation cost, shall not exceed the 
market price prevailing in comparable 
domestic sales in the source country at 
the time of purchase, adjusted upward 
or downward by the appropriate export 
differential. 

(e) Price test in the absence of 
comparable sales at time of purchase.— 
(1) Sale by supplier who is not the 
producer. The purchase price shall not 
exceed the sum of: 

(i) The lower of the following: The 
price paid by the supplier for the 
commodity or the price charged by the 
producer in the original sale of that 
specific commodity; and 

(ii) A markup over the amount 
allowed in paragraph (e)(1)(i) of this 
section which may not exceed the lower 
of the following: The markup over direct 
cost that is usual and customary in sales 
by the supplier of the same commodity, 
if any, or the mosi similar commodity, 
or, the markup over direct cost that is 
usual and customary in such sales by 
the competitors of the supplier; and 

(iii) To the extent not included in 
paragraph (e)(1)(i) of this section an 
amount not to exceed the cost at 
prevailing rates of those expenses 
recognized in § 201.64(a) and actually 
incurred in moving the commodities 
supplied from the point of purchase to a 
position alongside or on board the 
vessel or other export conveyance at 
point of export. 

(2) Sale by a supplier who is the 
producer. The purchase price shall not 
exceed a price established in 
accordance with the customary pricing 
practices of the supplier for other 
products of the same general class as 
the commodity sold. 


(f) Additional rules for sales through 
or out of a free port or bonded 
warehouse. (1) The purchase price, 
including transportation costs to a 
cooperating country, of a commodity 
which has passed through a free port or 
bonded warehouse shall not exceed: 

(i) The maximum price f.o.b. or f.a.s. 
source country eligible for A.1.D.- 
financing under the foregoing provisions 
of this § 201.63: plus 

(ii) Transportation cost calculated on 
the basis of the prevailing ocean freight 
rate for shipments using the most direct 
route from the source country to the 
cooperating country on the type and flag 
of vessel on which the commodity 
actually moved from the free port or 
bonded warehouse to the cooperating 
country. 

(2) The purchase price of a commodity 
f.o.b. or f.a.s. a free port or bonded 
warehouse shall not exceed the 
maximum price established in 
paragraph (f)(1) of this section, minus 
transportation costs from the free port or 
bonded warehouse to the cooperating 
country, calculated on the basis of the 
prevailing ocean freight rate from the 
free port or bonded warehouse to the 
cooperating country for the type and flag 
of vessel on which the commodity 
actually moved between those points. 

(g} Commodity price subject to 
escalation. If a purchase contract 
contains a price escalation clause, A.LD. 
will finance: 

(1) The purchase price of the 
commodity before the operation of the 
escalation clause to the extent that it 
does not exceed the applicable price 
limitations contained in this subpart; 
and 

(2) That portion of the commodity 
price attributable to the operation of the 
price escalation clause if such clause: 

(i) Uses a formula based on variations 
in a cost factor which is reasonably 
related to the price of the commodity 
subject to escalation and is readily 
determinable; 

(ii) Provides for downward as well as 
upward adjustment of the price; and 

(iii) Accords with recognized trade 
practices. 


§ 201.64 Application of the price rules to 
commodities. 

(a) Calculation of commodity prices 
on a common basis. In testing whether 
the purchase price of a commodity 
exceeds the price in comparable export 
sales or-in comparable domestic sales, 
as applicable under § 201.63 (a), (c), (d) 
and (e), it is necessary to insure that the 
price being tested as well as the prices 
being used as a test or measurement are 
calculated on the basis of delivery 
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alongside or on beard the vessel or 
other export conveyance. Such pri 

will include, therefore, in addition to the 
price of the commodity at-an internal 
point in the source country, 
transportation from that point to the port 
of export in the source country, and to 
the extent not already included in the 
price at the internal point, inspection, 
export packing, forwarder's fees at 
customary rates, the cost of placing the 
commodities on board the vessel or 
export conveyance (unless this cost is 
covered in the export freight), and other 
necessary costs customary in the trade. 

(b) Calculation of commodity prices 
which involve transportation costs. (1) 
In testing the purchase price which 
includes transportation cost 
(customarily known as ac. & f. or cif. 
price) for compliance with the 
requirements of $ 201.63 (a), (c), (d) and 
(e), ALD. will subtract transportation 
cost as calculated by reference to the 
freight rate, for the type and flag of 
vessel on which the commodity was 
shipped, prevailing on the date the 
purchase price is fixed. In the absence 
of evidence to the contrary, the actual 
transportation cost paid by the supplier 
shall be presumed tobe the 
transportation cost calculated in 
accordance with the formula contained 
in the foregoing sentence. 

(2} In testing a purchase price 
involving transportation cost for 
compliance with § 201.62 and 
§ 201.63(b), the test or measurement 
prices shall be: 

(i) Prices based upon transportation 
by a U.S.-flag vessel if the price tested 
involves transportation by such vessel; 
or 

.{ii) Prices based upon transportation 
by either a U.S.-flag or a foreign-flag 
vessel, whichever is lower, if the price 
tested involves transportation by a 
foreign-flag vessel. 

(c) Calculation of amount eligible for 
financing when shipment is through or 
out of a free port or bonded warehouse. 
(1) When a shipment to a cooperating 
country has passed through a free port 
or bonded warehouse, A.LD. will 
finance no more than the lower of the 
following: 

{i) The maximum price described in 
§ 201.63(f)(1), or 

(ii) The maximum price described in 
§ 201.63(f)(1}(i), plus any transportation 
costs into the free port or bonded 
warehouse which meet the requirements 
of § 201.13(b}(1)f{i)(D), and any 
transportation costs out of the free port 
or bonded warehouse ona vessel flying 
the flag of a country included in the 
authorized geographic code. 

(2) When a shipment is f.0.b. or f.a.s. a 
free port or bonded warehouse, A.LD. 


will finance no more than the lower of 
the following: 

(i) The maximum price described in 
§ 201.63(f}{2), or 

(ii) The maximum price described in 
§ 201.63(f}(1){i), plus any Sener 
costs into the free port or bonded 
warehouse which meet the requirements 
of § 201.13(b)(1)(i)(D). 

(d) Determination of prevailing prices. 
In the determination of any prevailing 
market price of any commodity or any 
prevailing price or maximum eligible 
freight rate for a commodity related 
service, relevant published and 
unpublished price information will be 
considered. 


§ 201.65 Commissions, discounts and 
other payments, credits, benefits and 
allowances. 

(a) General. This section sets forth the 
rules which govern the eligibility of 
commissions, discounts and certain 
other payments, credits, benefits and 
allowances for A.LD.-financing. 

(b) Commissions to sales agents. 
Unless otherwise provided in the 
implementing document, a commission 
paid, orto be paid, to a bona fide agent 
of the supplier is eligible for financing 
under this part, if such agent either has 
made a direct and substantial 
contribution toward securing the 
purchase contract for the supplier or is 
engaged on a. continuing basis in 
securing similar contracts for the 
supplier. Such commissions are eligible 
to the extent they comply with 
§ 201.65(f). 

{c) Commissions and other payments, 
credits, benefits or allowances ‘to 
importers, purchasing agents and others. 
Unless otherwise authorized by A.LD., 
no commission or other payment, credit, 
benefit or allowance of any kind shall 
be paid, made, or given, or agreed to be 
paid, made or given, in connection with 
any sale subject to this part by the 
supplier or its agent: 

(1) To or for the benefit of the 
importer; 

(2) To or for the benefit of a 
purchasing agent or other agent or 
representative of an importer, even 
though such agent or representative may 
also have an agreement with a supplier 
to represent the supplier; or 

(3) To any third party in connection 
witha sale by the supplier to its dealer, 
distributor, or established agent in the 
cooperating country. 

(d) Trade discounts. To arrive at the 
net amount eligible for A.LD.-financing, 
all trade discounts, whether in the form 
of payments, credits, or allowances, to 
which the importer is entitled shall be 
deducted from the gross amount of the 


supplier’s invoice submitted under 
§ 201 i)(D). 

(e) Commissions and other payments 
or benefits attributable to.A.LD.- 
financing. Every commission or other 
payment, credit, benefit, or allowance of 
any kind paid, made or given, or agreed 
to be paid, made or given, in connection 
with the sale of commodities financed 
under this :part to person described 
in § 201.65(c) (1), (2) or{3) shall be 
presumed conclusively to have been 
paid from A.D. funds and shall thereby 
be subject to the requirements of this 
part 201. 

(f) Maximum commission. A 
commission shall not exceed the lesser 
of the amount which ‘the supplier 
customarily pays in connection with 
similar transactions or the amount 
which is customary in the trade. 

(g) Reporting. All commissions and 
other payments, credits, benefits or 
allowances of any kind paid, made or 
given, or agreed to be paid, made or 
given, by the supplier in connection with 
A.LD.-financed sales of c 
and commodity-related services shall be 
fully reported on the Invoice-and- 
Contract Abstract of the Supplier’s 
Certificate required under § 201:52({a){6). 
Any such amounts not reported shall be 
ineligible for A-D.-financing. 

(h) Brokerage commission. In 
connection with ocean freight services, 
A.LD. will finance a brokerage 
commission only if: 

(1) Such commission does not exceed 
2% percent of the ocean freight charge 
(exclusive of deadfreight, demurrage 
and detention); 

(2) Such commission is payable to an 
individual resident in a country included 
in the authorized source code; a non- 
resident citizen of a country included in 
the authorized source code; or a 
corporation or partnership organized 
under the laws of a country included in 
the authorized source code; and 

(3) The names of all persons receiving 
such commissions appear on the face of 
the charter party. 

(i) Address Commissions. An address 
commission to or for the benefit of a 
charterer shall be deemed a discount on 
the stated freight rate or freight charge 
which the supplier of transportation 
services shall deduct from the cost of 
transportation financed by A.LD. if the 
supplier of the commodity is the 
charterer, it shall refund to A.L.D. any 
address commission received by it. If 
the supplier of the commodity is not the 
charterer, the borrower/grantee shall be 
responsible for making a refund to A.D. 
of any such commissions received by 
the charterer. 
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§ 201.66 Side payments. 

Any payment which an importer 
makes to a supplier, whether or not 
indicated on the supplier's invoice and 
whether or not financed by A.LD., in 
connection with an A.LD.-financed 
transaction, shall be disclosed by the 
supplier on the Supplier's Certificate 
and shall be considered as part of the 
actual purchase price in applying the 
rules of this subpart G. 


§ 201.67 Maximum freight charges. 

(a) Ocean freight rates—(1) Similar 
shipments. Similar shipments means 
shipments which are similar with 
respect to type of commodity, 
commodity rate classification, quantity, 
vessel flag category (U.S.- or foreign- 
flag), choice of ports, and other pertinent 
factors. In determining whether 
shipments are similar, no effect shall be 
given to the identity of the shipper or the 
circumstance that the shipment is or is 
not financed by the Government of the 
United States. 

(2) Maximum charter rates. (i) A.D. 
will not finance ocean freight under any 
charter which has not been submitted to 
and received prior approval by A.LD./W. 
A.LD. will not approve a charter if 
the freight rate exceeds: 

(A) The rate prevailing for similar 
shipments; or 

(B) The lowest rate charged by the 
vessel for similar shipments on the same 
voyage. 

(ii) In determining the rate prevailing 
for similar shipments, recognized 
sources of charter market rate 
information will be consulted and, if 
necessary, will be supplemented by 
other information which contributes to a 
realistic determination of the prevailing 
charter rate. 

(3) Effect of A.D. approval of a 
charter. A.LD. prior approval of a 
charter shall be confirmed by A.LD. in 
writing and shall then be final except in 
cases where the freight rate exceeds the 
lowest rate charged by the vessel for 
similar shipments on the same voyage or 
where A.LD.’s prior approval is based 
on false or misleading representations 
made to A.LD. by the charterer or vessel 
owner(s). 

(4) Maximum liner rates. A.LD. will 
not finance ocean freight for a cargo 
liner shipment at a rate which exceeds 
the lowest of the following: 

(i) The conference contract rate or the 
conference noncontract rate, whichever 
is lower; 

(ii) The rate named in any tariff or 
other rate listing for the same 
destination and commodities on file at 
the Federal Maritime Commission; or 


(iii) The lowest rate charged by the 
VOCC for similar shipments on the 
same voyage. 

(5) Despatch. (i) The borrower/ 
grantee, or the supplier with respect to 
despatch earned by the supplier, shall 
be responsible for refunding to A.LD. all 
despatch earned: 

(A) At the port of unloading on c.i-f. or 
c. & f. shipments, or 

(B) At the port of loading or unloading 
on f.o.b. or f.a.s. shipments, to the extent 
that despatch exceeds demurrage 
incurred on the same voyage. 

(ii) Refunds of despatch, supported by 
the vessel's signed laytime statement(s), 
must be transmitted to the Office of 
Financial Management, A.LD., 
Washington, DC 20523-0209, within 90 
days after date of discharge of cargo on 
which the despatch was earned. 

(b) Airfreight rates. A.L.D. will not 
finance airfreight which exceeds the 
following: 

(1) The rate under any air charter 
approved by A.LD. covering the 
transaction; 

(2) The lowest rate charged by the 
carrier for similar shipments on the 
same flight; or 

(3) The rate prevailing in the industry 
for similar shipments. A similar 
shipment is one which is similar with 
respect to type of commodity, 
commodity rate classification, quantity, 
flag category, choice of airport, and 
other pertinent factors. 


§ 201.68 Maximum prices for commodity- 
related services. 

(a) The price for an A.LD.-financed 
commodity-related service, other than 
ocean or air transportation, shall not 
exceed the lower of: 

(1) The prevailing price, if any, for the 
same or similar services; or ‘ 

(2) The price paid to the supplier 
under similar circumstances by other 
customers. 

(b) The eligible price of services 
covered by an NVOCC bill of lading is 
limited to the sum of the costs of 
individual delivery services eligible 
under § 201.13 of this part, and only to 
the extent that the cost of each such 
service is eligible for A.LD.-financing 
under § 201.67 or § 201.68(a) of this part. 


$201.69 Cooperating country taxes and 
fees. 


A.LD. will not finance any taxes or 
fees imposed under the laws in effect in 
the cooperating country, including 
customs duties, consular and 
legalization fees, and other levies. 


Subpart H—Rights and 
Responsibilities of banks 


§ 201.70 Purpose. 

This subpart sets forth the rights and 
responsibilities of banks with regard to 
reimbursement under a letter of 
commitment opened pursuant to an 
A.LD. request. Banks will not be held 
responsible for the requirements of 
subparts B, C, D, E (excluding 
§ 201.44(a)(1)), and subpart G except 
insofar as provisions of these subparts 
are included in this subpart H or in a 
letter of commitment issued by A.LD. to 
a bank. 


§ 201.71 Terms of letters of credit. 


Any letter of credit issued, confirmed 
or advised under an A.LD. letter of 
commitment and any agreement relating 
to such letter of credit or to instructions 
for payment issued by an approved 
applicant shall not be inconsistent with 
or contrary to the terms of the letter of 
commitment. Any such letter of credit or 
agreement may be modified or extended 
at any time in such a manner and to 
such extent as is acceptable to the 
approved applicant and the bank: 
Provided, That such modification or 
extension may not be inconsistent with 
or contrary to the terms of the letter of 
commitment. In the case of any 
inconsistency or conflict between the 
terms and conditions of the letter of 
commitment and the instructions of the 
approved applicant, the terms and 
conditions of the letter of commitment 
shall control. 


§ 201.72 Making payments. 

(a) Collection of documents. The bank 
shall be responsible for obtaining the 
documents specified in subpart F and in 
the letter of commitment when making 
payment under a letter of credit 
pursuant to instructions of an approved 
applicant. 

(b) Examination of documents other 
than Supplier's Certificate. The bank 
shall examine the documents (other than 
the Supplier's Certificate and the 
Commodity Approval Application) to be 
submitted to A.LD. in accordance with 
good commercial practice to determine 
whether such documents comply with 
the requirements of paragraphs (b) (1) 
through (7) of this section in the 
following particulars, and no other. 

(1) Shipment. The documents 
submitted as evidence of the shipment 
of commodities under § 201.52(a)(4) 
shall be dated within the shipping 
period, if any, specified in the letter of 
commitment. The bill of lading shall 
contain the carrier's statement of 
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charges whether or not freight is 
financed by A.LD. 

(2) Source of commodities. The 
documents submitted in connection with 
the claim for reimbursement on 
commodities may not indicate that the 
source of the commodities is 
inconsistent with the A.I.D. geographic 
code designation contained in the letter 
of commitment. 

(3) Destination. The documents 
submitted shall indicate that the 
destination of the commodities, by 
shipment, transshipment, or reshipment, 
is the cooperating country named in the 
letter of commitment. 

(4) Description. The documents shall 
describe and identify the commodities 
or services in a manner which, 
according to good commercial practice, 
is not inconsistent with the description 
contained in the letter of credit or 
payment instructions issued under a 
letter of commitment. The bank shall not 
be required to determine whether the 
supplier’s invoice meets the detailed 
requirements of § 201.52(a)(2)(i). 

(5) Discounts and purchasing agents’ 
commissions. If the documents disclose 
that the invoice price includes either 
discounts or commissions payable to 
purchasing agents, the bank shall not 
make payment of such discounts and 
commissions. In the absence of such 
information, however, the bank shall not 
be required to make independent inquiry 
as to whether the invoice price includes 
such items. 

(6) Certifications. Each supplier's 
invoice presented for payment shall 
contain such other certifications as may 
be required in the letter of commitment. 
The bank shall accept only certifications 
which, to the best of its knowledge and 
belief, have been signed by hand. 

(7) Other requirements. The 
documents submitted shall contain such 
other information as required by the 
letter of commitment, except that the 
bank shall have responsibility in this 
regard only to the extent specifically 
indicated in the letter of commitment. 

(c) Acceptance of certificates. A bank 
shall not accept for submission to A.I.D. 
the original of the Supplier's Certificate, 
or the Commodity Approval 
Application, unless, to the best 
knowledge and belief of the bank, each 
such original has been signed by hand 
by the supplier and the Commodity 
Approval Application has been 
countersigned by:A.LD. 


§ 201.73. Limitations on the 
responsibilities of banks. 

The following general limitations on 
the responsibilities of banks issuing, 
advising, or confirming letters of credit 


and making payments under letters of 
credit or otherwise shall apply. 

(a) Sufficiency and completeness of 
documents. Any document, including the 
Supplier's Certificate and the 
Commodity Approval Application, 


submitted by a bank to A.LD. in support’ 


of a claim for reimbursement, shall be 
sufficient if it purports to be the sort 
required to be delivered and if it has 
been accepted by the bank in the 
ordinary course of business in good 
faith. Except as may be required in the 
discharge of its responsibilities under 
§ 201.72 (b) and (c), the bank’s right of 
reimbursement shall not be affected by 
the fact that any document required to 
be submitted by it is incomplete or may 
indicate noncompliance with any 
provision of this part. 

(b) Reimbursement right 
notwithstanding certain deficiencies. A 
bank’s right to reimbursement from 
A.LD. for payments which the bank has 
made will not be affected by the fact 
that the Commodity Approval 
Application or the Invoice-and-Contract 
Abstract on the reverse of the Supplier’s 
Certificate may be incomplete, or may 
indicate noncompliance with any 
provision of this ‘part 201, the letter of 
commitment, or any other implementing 
document, or may be inconsistent with 
other documents required for 
reimbursement. 

(c) Nonresponsibility of bank for truth 
or accuracy of statements or 
certifications. The bank shall not be 
responsible for the truth or accuracy of 
any information or statement contained 
in any Supplier's Certificate or any other 
document certification to be submitted 
by it to A.LD., notwithstanding any 
knowledge or information in the actual 
or constructive possession of the bank 
to the contrary. The bank shall not be 
obligated to look beyond the documents, 
including any certifications endorsed 
thereon, to be submitted by it or to make 
any independent investigation as to the 
truth or accuracy of any information or 
statement contained therein. 

(d) Protection of bank making 
payment. Acceptance by the bank of 
any document in the ordinary course of 
business in good faith as being a 
genuine and valid document and 
sufficient in the premises, and the 
delivery thereof to A.I.D., shall 
constitute full compliance by the bank 
with any provision of this part, the letter 
of commitment requiring delivery of a 
document of the sort that the document 
actually so delivered purports to be. The 
bank shall be entitled to receive and 
retain:reimbursement of the amount of 
all payments made by it against 
documents so accepted, notwithstanding 
that such payments may be made in 
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connection with a purchase in excess of 
the price calculated in accordance with 
the applicable provisions of subpart G. 

(e) Payment to third persons. The 
bank's right of reimbursement shall not 
be affected by the fact that payment is 
made to the approved applicant or at the 
request of the approved applicant or 
such beneficiary to a person other than 
the supplier under the contract to which 
such payment relates, if the bank has 
complied with all other requirements of 
the letter of commitment and has 
satisfied itself in good faith that the 
person to whom it makes payment has, 
in turn, made payment to the supplier. 

(f) Bank procedures with regard to 
certain suppliers. In the event a bank 
receives written advice from A.I.D. 
concerning special conditions which are 
applicable to transactions of particular 
suppliers, such bank will use reasonable 
care to maintain procedures designed to 
ensure that accommodations thereafter 
furnished by it with respect to such 
suppliers by means of the issuance. 
confirmation, advising or transfer of 
letters of credit, or the making of 
payments not under letters of credit 
shall reflect such special conditions. 
While banks are expected to comply 
with the foregoing obligation, a bank 
which has used reasonable care to 
establish and maintain such procedures 
will not be responsible for any 
inadvertent furnishing of any such 
accommodation not containing 
applicable special conditions or the 
making of payment thereunder. For the 
purpose of ascertaining whether the 
supplier is a person or organization 
subject to an A.LD. advice concerning 
special conditions applicable to its 
transactions under this paragraph, a 
bank, in making payment under a letter 
of credit or otherwise, may consider as 
supplier the person or organization 
issuing the invoice. 

(g) Provision of implementing 
documents. A bank shall not be 
responsible for compliance with any 
provision of an implementing document 
other than a letter of commitment. 


§ 201.74 Additional documents for A.I1.D. 


In addition to the documents required 
for reimbursement, a bank shall retain in 
its files for a period of at least 3 years 
and shall make available to A.L.D. 
promptly upon request a copy of any of 
the following documents. which may 
pertain to an A.LD.-financed 
transaction: 

(a) Each letter of credit issued, 
confirmed, or advised by it, together 


_with any extension or modification 


thereof; 





(b) Payment instructions received 
from the approved applicant; 

(c) Each application and agreement 
relating to such letter of credit or 
instructions for payment, together with 
any extension or modification thereof; 

(d)} A detailed advice of the interest, 
commissions, expenses, or other items 
charged by it in connection with each 
such letter of credit or payment 
instructions. 

§ 201.75 Termination or modification. 

If A.LD. directs that the delivery of 
commodities be terminated, orders that 
title to commodities be vested in it, or 
modifies any implementing document 
concerning the disposition of 
documents, A.LD. shall give written: 
notice thereof to the banks holding 
applicable letters of commitment and 
shall instruct each bank with regard to 
the disposition of documents. Each such 
bank shall be relieved of any liability 
whatsoever to the approved applicant 
for anything done or omitted to. be done 
under instruction of A.D. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, a bank 
shall comply with the instructions of 
A.LD. only to the extent that it may do 
so without impairing or affecting any 
irrevocable obligation to any person or 
organization except an approved 
applicant, and in the event the bank 
shall incur any costs, expenses, or 
liabilities, including any liability to the 
approved applicant, it shall’ be repaid 
and reimbursed by A.ED. in respect 
thereof. 

Subpart and Remedies of 
A..D., and Waiver Authority 

§ 201.80 Purpose. 

_ This subpart sets forth certain A.LD. 
rights and remedies. against borrower/ 
grantees and suppliers, and prescribes 


certain general provisions relating-to the 
waiver by A.LD. of this: part. 
§ 204.8 Rights of A.L.D. against borrower/ 
grantees. 

If any transaction financed hereunder 


violates the requirements of this part or 
any U.S. statute or any rule or regulation 


’ of A.LD. promulgated under any, such 


statute, ALD. may require the 
borrower/grantee to refund the amounts 
A.LD..determines are attributable to 
such violation and may exercise any 
right of acceleration or termination 
contained in the implementing 
document. The borrower/grantee shall 
be deemed to have agreed to make such 
refund or accelerated payment promptly 
upon request by A.D. and shall. be 
deemed to have consented to any 
modification of the implementing 
document determined. by A.D. to be 
necessary to reflect any such refund or 
acceleration. 


§ 201.82 Rights of AI.D. against suppliers. 

Without limiting the responsibility of 
the borrower/grantee or other parties, 
A.D. may require an appropriate refund 
to it by a supplier under any transaction 
which violates the requirements of this 
part, whenever in A.LD.’s opinion the 
failure of the supplier to comply with the 
rules and other requirements of this part 
has contributed to such violation. Any 
refund requested will include interest 
from the time of payment to:the supplier. 
Interest will be charged at the rate 
established by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in accordance. with the 
Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. 
6621(b). 


§ 201.83 No waiver of alternative rights or 
remedies by A.L.D. 

No right reserved to A.LD. in this 
subpart to seek a refund from.a 
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borrower/grantee, and no exercise of 
such right, whether or not successful, 
shall in any way limit or affect, under 
the dectrine of the election of remedies 
or otherwise, A.LD.'s rights: against a 
supplier under this subpart I. or under 
the laws of the United States, or of any: 
other country or political subdivision 
thereof, nor shall any right or remedy 
herein reserved to A.I.D. against. a 
supplier in any way derogate from or 
otherwise limit any other rights or 
remedies which may accrue to A.I.D. 
under such laws. 


§ 201.84 Limitation on period for making 
refund requests. 

A.LD. will endeavor, but shall not be 
bound, to make any requests for refunds 
from a borrower/grantee within three 
years from the date of the last 
disbursement of A.E-D. funds for the 
transaction to which such request 
relates. 


§ 201.86 Legal effect of A.D. approvals 
and decisions. 

In any transaction subject to this part 
201, A.LD. may reserve certain rights to 
approve the transaction: for A.}.D.- 
finaneing. A.LD..,.in reserving any 
approval rights, acts solely as a 
financing entity to assure the proper use 
of United States Government funds. Any 
decision by A.ED. to exercise or refrain 
from exercising these approval rights 
shall be made as a financier and shall 
not be construed as making A.I-D. a 
party to the contract or incurring any 
liability te the parties jointly or to any of 
them. 

§ 201.66 Waiver and amendment authority. 

A.LD. may waive, withdraw, or 
amend at any time any or all of the 
provisions of this: part. 

BILLING CODE 6116-01-# 
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Appendix A to Part 201—Supplier’s Certificate and Agreement With the Agency for International Devel. ment 
(AID 282) . 


INVOICE-AND-CONTRACT ABSTRACT 


2. FOR A.1.0. USE 


1 COMMODITY SUPPLIER'S NAME:-AND ADDRESS 
3. AA.D. IMPLEMENTATION NUMBER 


4 IMPORTER'S NAME AND ADDRESS 


5. VESSEL G| 7. PORT QF LOADING 
8. COMMODITY INFORMATION 
c. Measurement 


a. Description of Commodity and Schedule B No. b. Gross Weight 


SUPPLIER INFORMATION 
b. Estimated Vaiue (% of Block 9c) Fur- 


INVOI INFORMATION [10. ONTRACT INFORMATION) i. 
a. Number a. Smaii Business 
I Yes O No (Complete b) fished From Smali Businesses 
% 


Number 
Cc. Socially and Economically 
ae ee G. Estimated Value (% of Block 9c) Fur- 
nished From Socially and Economically 


Date 
) —- OC nee: 0 ow Disadvantaged Enterprises 
ae 


Amount After Discount ¢. Total Amount 
@. Women-Owned Business 
3. Source/Origin (Country) [_] ves [_] No (Compiete ty 1. Estimated Value (% of Block 9c) Fur- 
nished From ee Business: 
2. INSURANCE INFORMATION 13. TRANSPORTATION INFORMATION 
a. Vessel Type @. Freight Rate 
[_} Bum oO Berth O Tre. oO Air 


. insured Value 5 
O Ali-Risk 
b. B/L oF Air Waydilt Number 


Other Freight Charges 


C) War Risk 
c. B/L or Air Waybdili Date Total Freight Charges 


Other (Specify) 
14. INFORMATION AS TO COMMISSIONS. CREDITS, ALLOWANCES, SIMILAR PAYMENTS, AND SIDE PAYMENTS 
¢. Arnount Paid or To Be 


Db. Recipient's Audress 
Paid 


16. if Certification On Other Side is Made By 
Carrier Or (_) Insurer, Type Or Print 


15. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND REMARKS QO 
Name And Address Of Company. 


AID 282 (5-90) (OMB No. 0412-0012 Exp. 11/30/91) 
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———————_—— ———————————— L_Lw_LLDKLK_!P.P.P.?.?_ e—eGeeeree 


SUPPLIER’S CERTIFICATE AND AGREEMENT WITH: 
THE AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL BEVELOPMENT 


The supplier hereby acknowledges that the sum 

accompanying invoice to be due and owing under 

purchase contract identified on the reverse hereof (‘sa 

be paid, in whole or in part, out of funds made available by 

States Agency for International Development (A.1.D.) under 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended. In consideration-of. 
receipt of such sum, the supplier agrees with and certifies to A.I.D. as 


1. The 
commodity-related services indicated in 
has 


Abstract on the reverse hereof, complied 

provisions of Regulation 1 (22 CFR Part 201), as in effect on the date 
hereof is entitled under said contract and under the applicable letter of 
credit, credit advice, or other payment 

sum claimed, and is executing this Certificate and Agreement to obtain 
such payment from A.1.D. funds. 


2. On the basis of information from such sources as are available to 
the supplier upon reasonable investigation and to the best of its 
information and belief, the purchase is not higher than the 
maximum price permitted under each of the applicable price rules of 
suabpart G of A.1.D. Regulation 1. 


3. The supplier will, upon request of A.1.D., promptly. refund to 
A.1.D. any amount by which the purchase exceeds the maximum 
price permitted under such provisions of subpart G of Regulation 1, plus 
interest from the time of payment to the supplier. 


4. The supplier will, upon request of A.I.D., promptly make 
appropriate refund to A.1.D., plus interest from the time of payment to 
the supplier, in the event of 

(a) its nonperformance, in whole or in pari, under said contract, 
or including any failure to pay despatch or 

(b) any breach by it of any of its undertakings in this Certificate 
and Agreement, or 

(c) any false certification or representation made by it in this 
Certificate and Agreement or in the Invoice-and-Contract Abstract on 
the reverse hereof. = 


$5. The amount shown on the reverse hereof in block 9c is net of all 
trade discounts; whether in the form of payments, credits, or 
allowances by the supplier or its agent to or for the account of the 
importer, including quantity and prompt payment discounts allowed 
other customers under similar circumstances. The supplier will 
promptly pay to A.1.D. (Office of Financial Management, A.1.D., 
Washington, D. C. 20523-0209) any adjustment refunds, credits, or 
allowances which hereafter become payable to or for the account of the 
importer arising out of the terms of said contract or the customs of the 
trade. 


6. The supplier has complied with the provisions of Section 201.65 
of A.1.D. Regulation 1 and has not compensated any person to obtain 
said contract except to the extent, if any, indicated on the reverse 
hereof. 


2. The supplier or its agent has not given or received and will not 


AID 282(5-90} (OMB No. 6412-0012 Exp. 11/30/91), 


9. If the-suppiier is the: prodicer,. manufacturer; op processor of tlie: 
commodi said’ contract is mot’ & cost pits-percentage-of*cost" 
contract. 


10. The supplier will for a period of not less than three (3) years after 
the. date hereof. maintain all business records and other documents 
which bear on its compliance with any of the undertakings and 
certifications herein and wil at any time requested by A.I.D., 
promptly make such records and documents available to A.1.D.for 
examination.and prompily. furnish to A.1.D. additional. information. in. 
such form as A.1.D. may reqpest concerning the purchase price, the 
cost to the supplier of the commodities and/or commodity-related 
services involved, and/or any: other facts, data, or business records 
relating to the supplier's compliance with its undertakings and 
certifications in this certificate and agreement. 


11. The supplier hes complied with the provisions. contained. and 
teferred to in subpart D of A.1.D. Regulation 1. 


12. The supplier was not ineligible to act eas a supplier or otherwise 
participate in A.1.D.-financed transactions at the time of approval of 
the A.I.D. Commodity Approved Application. 


13. The commodity supplier certifies that it has submitted a copy of 
every ocean bill of lading, applicable to the commodities and 
transactions described on the reverse hereof to: (i) the Maritime 
Administration, National Carge Division, 400: Seventir Street; S. W., 
Washington, D. C. 20590-0001; and (if) Office of Procurement, 


* Transportation Division, A.LD., Washington, D. C. 20523-1419: 


and that such bill(s) of lading state all thie carrier's cliarges including 
the basis for calculation such as weight or cubic measurements. 


14.. The: supplier has filled’ in all’ applicable. portions of. the 
Invoice-and-Contract Abstract on the reverse hereof and certifies to the 
completeness and correctness of the information shown therein. 


PERSONAL. CERTIFICATION BY NATURAL PERSON 
SIGNING THIS CERTIFICATE AND AGREEMENT 


The natural person who signs this Certificate and Agreement hereby 
certifies either that he/she is the supplier or that he/she has actual 
authority to sign on behalf of the supplier and to bind the supplier with 
regard to all certifications and ts contained in this Certificate 
and Agreement. He/she further certifies, if he/she is not personally the 
supplier, that he/she is either an employee of the supplier or has 
written power of attorney to sign for and bind the supplier. He/she 
acknowledges signing and submitting this Certificate and Agreement to 
receive payment from A.1I.D. funds and that A.I.D. in making such 
payment will rely on the truth and accuracy of this Personal Certificate 
as well as of all other representations in this Certificate and Agreement. 


The Supplier's:Certificate and Agreement and the Personal Certificate 


herein shall be governed by and interpreted according to the laws of the 
United States af America. 


Type or print name. and: tile of official. authorized. to: sign 


Sigsvature of official autherized'to sign for (check one) Date 
0 Commodity Supplier oO Carrier J Insurer 


Place executed (City, County, State, Country) 


NOTES: (a) Any amendments of.or:addftions:to:the printed provisions 
of this Suppiier’s Certificate and Agreement are improper and will not 
be considered a part hereof. (6) Palse statements herein-ere- 

by United States. Law.. (c). The word. “Copy” must.te written after the 
signature on all copies other than the original. 
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PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT NOTICE. Information furnished 
will be used to verify compliance with legal requirements, asa basis.for 
recourse in the event of noncompliance, and to monitor participation 
in A.1.D. programs. It will be disclosed outside A.1.D. only as 
provided by law. Submission of this information has becn determined 
to be necessary to receive payment from A.1.D. funds ‘pursuant ‘to"Z2 
U.S.C. 2381. 


Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated 
to average thirty minutes per response, including the time for reviewing 
instructions, searching existing data sources, gatheting and 
maintaining the data needed, and compicting and reviewing ‘the 
collection of information. Send comments regarding ‘this ‘burton 
estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden to: 


Agency For International Development 
Office of Procurement Policy, Planning 

& Evaluation, MS/PPE 
Washington, D. C. 20523-1435; 

and 

Office of Management and Budget 
Paperwork Reduction Project (0412-0020) 
Washington, D. C. 20503 


EXECUTION OF FORM. This form is designed forusewiththe'W.8. 
Standard Master for International Trade. An oviginadl ent one (')) 
copy of this form, completed by the following suppliers, as qpplicable, 
must accompany each invoice for which payment is requested: 

(a) Commodity Supplier - executed by the commodity supplier 
covering the cost of the commodity, including the cost of eny 
commodity-related service paid by the commodity supplier ‘for dts own 
or the buyer's account; 

(b) Transportation Supplier (Carrier) - executed by each carrier 
or in the case of a through Bill of Lading, the issuing carrier, for the 
cost of the ocean or air transportation financed by A.1.D., whether or 
not the transportation is paid by the commodity supplier; 

(c) Insurance Supplier (Insurer) - executed by the insurer (or 
under the circumstances set forth in Section 201.52(b) (2) of A.I.D. 
Regulation 1, by an insurance broker or the commodity supplier), 
whether or not the insurance is paid by the commodity supplier, for the 
cost of marine insurance financed by A.1.D. when such cost exceeds 
$50. 


The original must be signed by a person authorized by the supplier who 
shall indicate his/her title and certify to his/her authority. 


LANGUAGE. The form must be completed in the English language 
only and all amounts of money must be shown in U.S. dollars. 


OBTAINING FORMS. The form (as well copies of A.I.D. 
Regulation 1 referenced in this form) may be obtained in limited 
quantities from banks holding A.I.D. Letters of Commitment, from 
district offices of the Department of Commerce, the A.1.D. office in 
the supplier's country, or the Resources Management Division, 
Agency for International Development, Washington, D. C. 
20523-1410. The form may be reproduced, providing the 
reproduction is identical in size and format. 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ENTRIES ON INVOICE- 
AND-CONTRACT ABSTRACT 
5? 


GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 


Except as provided in the instructions for specific blocks, suppliers 
must complete all blocks or enter the letters 'NA' (Not Applicable), 
as foliows: 


Commodity Supplier - Complete all Blocks except 12 and 13; 
however, if the commodity supplier has paid for the transportation 
and/or insurance for its own or the buyer's account, Blocks 12 and/or 
13 will also be completed by the commodity supplier. Block 11 is to be 
completed only when the address in block 1 is a U.S. address. 


Transportation Supplier (Carrier) - Complete Blocks 1 through 8 as 
well as 13, 14, and 16. 


Insurance Supplier (Insurer) - Complete Blocks 1 through 8a as well 
as 12, 14, and 16. 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR INDIVIDUAL BLOCKS - 


Block 1: Enter the commodity supplier's name and address. 
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Caution: jf theform.is executed by thecasrier or the.insurer, enter the 
commodity supplier's name and address in Binck | and complete 
Block 16. 


BLOCK 2: For A-E-D. usewaly. 


"BLOCK 3: “Enter A-1.D. ‘imptemenfing document number furnishediin 
the Letter-of Credit or Importer's instructions. This mumber .will 
normally ‘be ‘the Letter of Commiltment number. 


‘BLOCK 4: ENTER “THE ‘IMPORTER'S NAME.AND. ADDRESS. 
‘Caution: on-other documents prepared from the Standard Master, 
such as ‘the Bill of Lading, the corresponding block may call for the 
name and address of the party whom ‘the carrier isto give notice of 
arrival. When such party js not -the importer; be sure to enter the 
importers name and atldress. 


BLOCKS: ‘Enter ithe name Of ‘the ‘vessel. 
BLOCK 6: Enterthe flag of registry. 
BLOCK 7: Enterthe-port shown’on the Bill of Lading. 


‘BLOCK 8: ‘(COMMODITY INFORMATION 

a. ‘Enter ‘the description of each commodity and its U.S. 
Department of ‘Gommerce ‘Scheddle 'B number, .if aveilable. Far 
wmulti-item ‘invoices, enter a summary description of the group of items 
cand the approptiate Schedule B number {s), if available. 

>. ‘Buiter the Bill of 'Lading weight. 

c. Enter the Bill of Lading measurement. 


‘LOOK 9: INVOICE INFORMATION 

a. Enter the number of the accompanying invoice to which ithis 
abstract relates. 

b. Enter the invoice date. 

¢. Enter the net amount for which the supplier seeks payment 
(see paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Supplier's Certificate). 


BLOCK 10: CONTRACT INFORMATION 

a. Enter the contract number. 

b Enter the date of the contract. 

c. Enter the total contract amount 

d. Enter the country of source as defined in Section 201.01 of 
A.1.D. Regulation 1. 


BLOCK 11: SUPPLIER INFORMATION 

Complete only when a U.S. address is indicated in Block 1. The 
information is required to enable A.1.D. to compile reports requested 
by Congress. 


a. Indicate whether the supplier is a small business concern as 
defined in FAR 19.101 (CFR Title 48). “Sma'l business concern” 
means a concern, including its affiliates, that is independently owned 
and operated (for profit), not dominant in its field of operations, and 
qualified as a small business under the criteria and size standards in 13 
CFR 121 (see FAR 19.102). If there is no size standard in 13 CFR 
121 for the industry, field of operation, or activity in which a concern 
is engaged, the concern is a small business if, including its affiliates, it 
is independently owned and operated (for profit), is not dominant in 
the field of operation, and, for manufacturing concerns -- has no 
more than 500 employees, or for concerns offering services -- its 
average annual receipts for its preceding 3 fiscal years do not exceed 
$3.5 million. 


b. If the supplier is not a small business, enter the best estimate 
of the percentage of the total invoice amount paid or io be paid to 
subcontractors or suppliers of components who are small business 
concerns. 


¢. Indicate whether the supplier is an socially and economicaily 
disadvantaged enterprise. “Socially and economically disadvantaged 
enterprise” means a business- 

(i) which is at least $1 percent owned by one or more socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals or, in the case of a 
publicly owned business, at least $1 percent of the stock of which is 
owned by one or more socially disadvantaged individuals, and 

(ii) whose management and daily business operations are 
controlled by one or more such individuals. 


“Socially disadvantaged” individuals are those who have been 
subjected to racial or ethnic prejudice or cultural bias because of their 
identity as a member of a group without regard to their qualities as 
individuais. : 
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“Economically disadvantaged individuals” means socially 
disadvantaged individuals whose ability to compete in the free 
enterprise system is impaired due to diminished opportunities to obtain 
capital and credit as compared to others in the same line of business 
who are not socially disadvantaged. Women and individuals who 
certify that they are members of named groups (Black Americans, 
Hispanic Americans, Native Americans, Asian-Pacific Americans, 
Subcontinent-Asian Americans) are to be considered socially and 
economically disadvantaged. 


“Subcontinent Asian Americans" means United States 
citizens whose origins are in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, 
Bhutan, or Nepal. 


“Asian Pacific Americans" means United States citizens 
whose origins are in Japan, China, the Philippines, Vietnam, Korea, 
Samoa, Guam, the U.S. Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 
(Republic of Palau), the Northern Mariana Islands, Laos, 
Kampuchea (Cambodia), Taiwan, Burma, Thailand, Malaysia, 
Indonesia, Singapore, Brunei, Republic of the Marshall Islands, or the 
Federated States of Micronesia. 


“Native Americans” means American Indians, Eskimos, 
Aleuts, and native Hawaiians. 


4. Wf the supplier is not a socially and economically 
disadvantaged enterprise, enter the best estimate of the percentage of 
the total invoice amount paid or to be paid to subcontractors or 
suppliers of components who are socially and economically 
disadvantaged enterprises. 


e. Indicate whether the supplier is a women-owned 
business. “Women-owned business “ means a business which is at 
least $1 percent owned by one or more women who are United States 
citizens and who also control and operate the business. 


f. If the supplier is not a women-owned business, enter the 
best estimate of the percentage of the total invoice amount paid or to 
be paid to subcontractors or suppliers of components who are 
women-owned businesses. 


BLOCK 12: INSURANCE INFORMATION 
COMPLETE BLOCK 12 only if the insurance premium exceeds $50. 
a. Enter the insured value of the shipment. 
b. Enter the total premium. 
¢. Enter the type of coverage and insurance rate. If 
“Other” is checked, explain below or in Block 15. 


BLOCK 13: TRANSPORTATION INFORMATION 

a. Check vessel type. 

b. Enter Bill of Lading or air waybill number. 

¢. Enter Bill of Lading or air waybill date. 

¢@. Enter the freight rate, other freight charges and the 
total dollar amount of freight charges after discount. 


BLOCK 14: INFORMATION AS TO COMMISSIONS, CREDIT, 
ALLOWANCES, SIMILAR PAYMENTS AND SIDE PAYMENTS 
Enter information on (a) all commissions and other payments, credits, 
allowances or benefits of any kind, paid or to be paid by the supplier to 
or for the benefit of its agent, the importer, or the importer's agent as 
required by Section 201.65 of A.I.D. Regulation 1; and (b) any side 
payments, not shown on the invoice, made or to be made by the 
importer to the supplier, in connection with the transaction, as 
required by Section 201.66 of A.I.D. Regulation 1. If there is 
insufficient space to furnish the required information in block 14, 
continue in block 15 or enter “Continued” or “See attached” in block 
14a, and attach a separate sheet to the form. If no commissions or 
other payments, credits, allowances, benefits, or side payments are 
involved, enter “NONE” in block 14. 


BLOCK 16: If the Supplier's Certificate is completed by the carrier or 
insurer, check the appropriate box and print or type carrier's 
insurer's name and address. 


DO NOT INCLUDE THE INSTRUCTIONS ON PAGES 3 AND 4 
WITH THE SUBMISSION OF THE COMPLETED FORM. 


AID 282(5-90) (OMB No. 6412-0012 Exp. 11/30/91) 
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OMB No. 0412-0004 
Expiration Date: 5/31/93 


APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF COMMODITY ELIGIBILITY || “7"°*°"°" “® “ssi9net Py 4-1-0. 


TRANSACTION IDENTIFICATION 
1. AID No. 2. Payment Terms 


Letter of Credit Name and Address of U.S. Bank Other Payment Terms 


bs Oe Ere ee 


3. Import License 4. Supplier's Relationship to Authorized Source Count 


No. Date Corporation or Partner- Individual: Citizen or Controlled Forei Other 
: O ship ee under C Permanent Resident O Corporation = O 
Gountry:Laws of (‘Source Country 


5. Supplier's Name and Address S. importer’s Name and Address 


[ aoe 
be Phe 


7. Contract 8. Shipping 'Pians-at Tire of Application 
Total Amount ; a. Partial Shipment b. Loading.Port | .c. Destination Port | d. (Month(s) of Shipment 
CJ No {1} Yes 


COMMODITY IDENTIFICATION 


9. Schedule B 10-Digit Code(s) 10. ‘Commodity Description, Quantity, Size V1. ‘Unit and ‘Unit Price, 
FAS/FOB Vessel 
(Named -Port.of Loading) 


(d) ae 


(e) 
12. Commodity Condition: C Wew and Unused C Other 


[_] sed - Not Rebuilt or Reconditioned 
(-] Rebuilt 


= Reconditioned 


13. Souroe 14. Components 


a. Authorized Area | b. Shipped From c. Produced In~ a. From Other than | b. If 14.a is “Yes”. c. Cost Per Unit of 
s 13.a Source Country imported From || 14.b Components 


[] Yes [] No 


AID 11 (6-90) 





AID 11 (6-90) Back 


15 Remarks and Additional information 


16. 


As a condition for a determination of commodity eligibility 

for funds made available by the United States under the Foreign 

» @$ amended, in payment in whole or In part 

and for the commodity Identified on this 

signed, acting on behalf of the supplier whose name 

appears in block § above and authorized to bind the supplier, agrees 
with and certifies to A.1.D. as follows: 


The supplier has contracted with the importer named in 

the purchase of the commodity described on this form, 
and the supplier has either attached to this form a copy of such 
contract or has furnished in block 2 information concerning a letter 
of credit confirmed or advised in its favor under a payment obligation 
assumed by the importer in the contract. 


2. The supplier has filled in the applicable portions of this form 
and certifies to the correctness of the information shown herein. 


3. The supplier agrees that the commodity will be shipped and 
invoiced in accordance with the information shown herein; that if any 
change in commodity identification takes place after A.I.D. has 
approved this transaction, the supplier will resubmit this form to 
A.1.D. for review and further approval for financing in light of the 


ee ane = a Approval Application 
from All re pppla Rep ace 


coperek by 
other than 


and approved by A.1.D. below, is for A.1.D 
with respect to the purchase transaction for which this 
form must be submitted as a condition for payment. 


The supplier certifies that it is an individual citizen or lawfully 
ania permanent resident of a country included in the authorized 


Commodity 

use as a basis for securing payment 
eapaiaipecs thee atiginah Or un teat of oe 
A.A.D. Ti icknowledges 
a TD tee bla AL 


Typed or Printed Name and Title 
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Iai ted alleen cenit cients 


source code; a corporation or partnership organized under the laws 
of a country included in the authorized source code and with a place 
of business In such country; or a controlled foreign corporation 
(within the meaning of § 957 et seq. of the Internal Revenue Code) 
as attested by current information on file with the Internal Revenue 
Service of the United States (on IRS Form 959, 2952, 3646, or any 
substitute or successor forms) submitted by shareholders of the 
corporation, or a joint venture or unincorporated association con- 
sisting entirely of individuals, corporations or partnerships which fit 
any of the foregoing categories. if the supplier is a controlled 
foreign corporation without a regular piace of business in the United 
States, the supplier appoints any shareholder or officer thereof 
agent for the supplier to receive service of process in the United 
States in connection with any dispute arising between the supplier 
and A.1.D. and reiating to the commodity sale financed by A.1.D. 


5. The supplier has not, at the time of submission of this 
application, been debarred or suspended by A.!.D. or placed on the 
“Lists of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement or Non- 
procurement Programs,” published by the General Services Admini- 
stration, or the Treasury Department's “Consolidated List of Desig- 
nated Nationals" and thereby rendered Ineligible to receive A.1.D. 
funds. To the best of its knowledge upon reasonable investigation, 
the supplier has not acquired, nor will it acquire, for resale under 
A.1.D. financing the goods described on this form from any supplier 
included on the “Lists of Parties Excluded from Federal Procure- 
ment or Nonprocurement Programs,” or included on the Treasury 
“Consolidated List of Designated Nationals” or from any affiliate of 
such @ person. 


6. The supplier acknowledges that this application, when ap- 
proved, is not valid for shipments having a delivery date on or after 
the expiration date shown below. 


Signature of Authorized Representative of Supplier 


A.A.D. APPROVAL 


By the signature and seal which appear below, A.1.D. has 
given limited approval to the sale described on this form. This 
approval is limited strictly to a determination that the commodity 
which the supplier has described is of a description, condition, and 
——— eligible for A.1.D. financing. This approval and determination 

of commodity do not represent an approval of the purchase 
price and do not in any way preciude an A.1.D. refund claim based 


EXPIRATION DATE 


upon a detailed post-audit of the transaction in accordance with the 
provisions of A.I.D. Regulation 1 (22 CFR Part 201). A.I.D. 
expressly reserves such ot as it may have under that Regulation 
and under such other A.! forms as the supplier may be required 
to submit by the terms of financing documents and by the terms of 
Regulation 1. 


APPROVED FOR A.1I.D. 


Authorized signature 


Date 


18. CERTIFICATE FOR PARTIAL SHIPMENT 
| hereby certify that the partial shipment for which payment is being requested from A.1.D. funds is being made under the contract by the 


original validated form AID 11 of which this is a true copy. 


Typed or Printed Name and Title 


Signature of Authorized Representative of Supplier 
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OMB No. 0412-0004 
Expiration Date: 5/31/93 


GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 


Paperwork Reduction Act Notice. Information furnished will be 
used to verify compliance with legal requirements, as a basis for 
recourse in the event of noncompliance, and to monitor participation 
in A.1.D. programs. it will be disclosed outside A.1.D. only as 
provided by law. Submission of this information has been deter- 
mined to be necessary to receive payment from A.!.D. funds 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2381. 


Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated 
to average fifteen minutes per response, including the time for 
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering 
and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the 
collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden 
estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, 
including suggestions for reducing this burden, to: 


Agency for international Development 
Office of Procurement Policy, Planning & 
Evaluation, MS/PPE 
Washington, D. C. 20523-1435; 

and 
Office of Management and Budget 
Paperwork Reduction Project (0412-0020 
Washington, D. C. 20503 


Requirement for Payment. Section 201.11(k) of A.I.D. Regula- 
tion 1 declares that a commodity purchase transaction is eligible for 
A.1.D. financing only if A.I.D. provides a determination of the 
commodity eligibility on the Commodity Approval Application. Sec- 
tion 201.52(a) (8) of the Regulation states that to secure payment a 
supplier must submit the signed original of this form, countersigned 
by A.1.D. As appropriate, a reproduced copy of the validated form, 
certified as provided In the second paragraph following, is required 
with each subsequent claim for partial shipments made under the 
original validated form AID-11. Alterations to Block 16 are not 
acceptable. 


Approval by A.1I.D. To secure A.1.D. approval, a supplier must 
submit the signed and properly executed original and one copy of 
the form, addressed to the Agency for International Development. 
Office of Procurement, Washington, D. C. 20523-1412. A.1.D. will 
indicate its approval in Block 18 of the form if the form is properly 
executed and if A.I.D. has no objection to financing the described 
commodity. If A.1.D. refuses approval, the Agency will return the 
form to the supplier with an explanation for refusal. in either case. 
“an Identification number will be assigned by A.!I.D. in the upper 
right-hand corner of the form. Any follow-up correspondence 
between the supplier and A.!.D. should refer to this number. 
Partial Shipments. In the event a supplier expects to make more 


than one shipment under a single contract, letter of credit, or 
collection document, it may either submit a separate form AID-11 
covering each shipment, or submit a single form AID-11 covering 
the entire contract. In the latter case, the original AiD-approved 
form wili be presented to the paying bank with the supplier's first 
request for payment and a reproduced copy of the approved form, 
properly certified in Block 18, will be presented with each request for 
payment for subsequent partial shipments. See detailed instructions 
for Block 8. 


Duration of A.1.D. Approval. A.i.D. approval remains valid for 6 
months as evidenced by the expiration date entered by A.!.D. in 
Block 17. If the ietter of credit is valid for a longer period, upon 
request from the supplier and submission of a copy of the letter of 
credit, A.1.D. will provide an approved expiration date corresponding 
to the expiration date of the letter of credit. If the A.I.D. approval 
expires prior to delivery, the supplier must reapply for approval, 
making reference to the transaction number assigned by A.1.D. 


Timing-of Submission. Under letter of credit financing the appii- 
cation should be submitted subsequent to receiving confirmation or 
advice of credit, but prior to shipment. The form may, however, be 
submitted prior to receipt of such credit provided that an original or 
true copy of the purchase contract accompanies the application. 
Under any other method of financing, the application will be submit- 
ted following receipt of instructions that the transaction is to be 
A.1.D.-financed and must be accompanied by an original or true 
copy of the contract with the importer. The form should not be 
submitted prior to the time supplier is able to furnish all required 
information in Blocks 12 through 15. 


Language. Every commodity description which appears on the 
form must be stated in English. If a supplier furnishes as an 
attachment to this form a contract in a language other than English, 


an English translation of the commodity description must also be 
furnish. 


Completeness. All numbered Blocks MUST be fully and appropri- 
ately completed. If the application contains incomplete blocks, It will 
NOT be processed but will be returned for completion. 


Obtaining Forms. Forms may be obtained in limited quantities 
from banks hoiding A.1.D. letters of commitment, field offices of the 
Department of Commerce, the A.1.D. office in the supplier's coun- 
try, or the Resources Management Division , Agency for Interna- 
tional Development, Washington, D. C. 20523-1410. A supplier may 
reproduce the form provided the reproduction Is identical with the 
original copy in every respect, intluding size, color, and format. A 
supplier may overprint its name and address in Block 5. 


INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO SPECIFIC ITEMS 


BLOCK 1: Enter the letter of commitment number. If not avail- 
able, enter the loan or grant agreement number. A.!.D. cannot act 
on an application unless one of these numbers Is provided. 


BLOCK 2: Indicate the method of financing. If by letter of credit, 
enter the letter of credit number assigned by the U.S. bank, the 
date the bank issued, advised, or confirmed the letter of credit, and 
the name and address of the bank concerned. If the application is 
submitted prior to receipt of this information, enter the words “Firm 
contract” and attach a copy of the contract. 

If the transaction is not to be financed by letter of credit,. enter 
the applicable payment terms (e.g., sight draft collection, open 
account) and attach a copy of the contract. 


BLOCK 3: The importer should provide the supplier with this 
information. Generally the import license number appears on the 
letter of credit. If the information is not known or Is not available at 
the time of submission of the application, enter “Unknown.” {in 
some cases it may be necessary for A.!.D. to require this informa- 
tion before approving the application.) 


Enter “N/A” (not applicable) if the importer has not been 
required by its government to secure an import license. 


BLOCK 4: Check the appropriate box to indicate the supplier's 
relationship to a country or area in the authorized source code. This 
information relates to certification 4 in block 16. If “Other” is 
checked, furnish explanation of relationship in block 15. 


BLOCK 5: Enter name and address. Please center the information 
in order to permit A.!.D. to use a window envelope in returning the 
form. 


BLOCK/?7: Enter the total purchase price, i.e., the total remunera- 
tion (in whatever currency and whether to. be paid.directly to the 
supplier or in whole or in part to a designee of the supplier) to be 
received under the contract. Enter contract date or date pro forma 
invoice was accepted. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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BLOCK 8: (a) Check the appropriate box to indicate whether the 
supplier expects to make partial shipments. if “yes” and a separate 
application form will be submitted for each partial shipment, enter 
the value of the shipment te which this application relates if only one 
application form will be submitted to cover ail partial shipments, omit 
the dollar value. 

(6) Enter the proposed loading port. If only the range 
of ports is known, enter the range of ports; 6.g., North Atiantic, 
South Atlantic, Gulf, Pacific, Great Lakes. if expected that partial 
shipments wil be made, but only one application form Is to be 
submitted, entries under (b) and (c) will relate to the first shipment 
only. 

(c] Enter the proposed destination port. 

fd) Enter the month in which if is. expected shipment 
wil be made. in the case of partial shipments, indicate the esti- 
mated first and last months of shipments: e.g., April-September. 


BLOCKS 9 and 10: Enter the U.S. Department ef Commerce 
Schedule B 10-digit code in block 9 and describe the commodity in 
block 10, giving size, quantity, and a clear word description of the 
commodity, including any special formula or other distinguishing 
characteristics, such as substandard quality (e.g... reject, imper- 
fect, second) which will help to identify it. 

ff the contract or letter of credit identifies the com- 
modity by other than Schedule B. code (e.g... importing country tariff 
ciassification)}, this identification should be furnished ae part of the 
commodity description. 

{f the commodity description varies significantly within 
the same Schedule B Code. separate entries must be furnished for 
each commodity. 


BLOCK 11: Enter the unit and unit price for the commodity on an 
FAS or FOB basis for the loading port specified in block 8.(b). For 
other delivery terms, enter a constructive price FAS or FOB vessel; 
l.e., subtract from a C&F or Cif price estimated ocean freight and 
marine insurance, or add te ar inland price (e.g., ex plant, FOB rait 
cars (named point)) the estimated inland freight and accessoriat 
costs necessary to place the commodity in the custody of the ocean 
carrier. 

if the supplier is unabis to compute a@ unit price FAS or 
FOB vessei, the unit price of the commodity may be shown on the 
basis of the inland price with estimated inland freight cost, if avail- 
able, footnoted in an explanatory entry in block 15. 


SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS--MULTIPLE ITEMS: if the shipment 
(or contract} is made up of commodities bearing differing Schedule 
B codes, or f the commodity description varies significantly within 
the same Schedule B code, separate entries must be furnished for 
each code er description. Wher there are six or more items to be. 
listed in blocks 9 througlt Tf, a signed and dated accepted contract, 
order, invoice, or other separate listing ef the information may be 
attached to the original and copy of the form AiD 11, provided the 
full 10-digit Schedule B code. complete and accurate description of 
the commodity, and FAS or. FOS vessel unit price are shown for 
each. ff the information required by Clocks 12 through 14 Is not 
common to all commodities listed, appropriate information related 
to each suct commodity fs also required to be shown either on the 
attachment or in the Blocks 12 through 14 and related to the 
appropriate fine of the attachrnent. if an attachment is used in lieu 
of entry of the information on form AID-Tf, complete blocks 9-11 
inclusive, and 12-14 inclusive (when applicable) by entering the 
words *See attachment. 


SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS--BLOCKS 12 through 14: if more 
than one commodity is listed in bieck 9, provide information required 
by blocks 12 througlr 14 or separate lines ih those biocks, identified. 
to the corresponding fine or which the cormmodity ts listed in biock 3. 
For example, information concerning a cormmodity fisted on line (c} 
in block 9 would be identified as line (c} ir block 12 through 14. When 
only one form AID-11 is submitted, information in these biocks 
should be descriptive of the total contract. if @ separate form 


OMB No. 0412-0004 
Expiration Date: 5/31/93 


AiD-11 ie submitted for each shipment under the contract, the 
information in these blocks should cover only that single shipment. 


BLOCK 12: Enter check mark.in the appropriate box te indicate the 
condition of the commodity. If the commodity is other than new and. 
unused, describe the condition In the space below or in block 15. 
For this purpose, any commodity declared surplus by the U. S. 
Government agency and any commodity whict: has: been rebullt or 
reconditioned or contains components which have been rebuilt or 
reconditioned are not considered as “unused.” 


BLOCK 12: See § 201.11 (b):64) of A.l.D Regulation 1 for countries 
and areas included in geographic code numbers. 

ta} Enter in block t3fa) the authorized geographic 
source area stated’ in the letter of credit or A.}.D. direct letter of 
commitment. 

(b) Enter in block 13(b) the country from which the 
commodity will be shipped to the importer. If the commodity will be 
shipped from a free port or bonded warehouse, indicate this fact in 
block 16 and give location. 

(c) Enter in block f3(c} the country in which the 
commedity has been or will be mined, grown, or produced through 
manufacturing, processing or assembly. 


BLOCK 14: (a) Enter in block f4(a) "Yes" if the commodity 
includes components imported into the country of production from.a 
country not included in the authorized geographic source area 
Indicated im block 13a). If such components are not included, enter 
“a6.° 

(by if Block 14(a] “Yes,” identify in block 4b each 
country from which components were imported into the country of 
production. 

(c] In Block 14(c), enter the total cost, within each 
unit of the finished product. attributable to components. imported: 
from each country indicated in blocks 14(b)).. if the suppliers: unabie 
to furnish the information required by block 14(b) and 14(c) at the 
time of submission of the application and no componentry percent- 
age other than the 50 percent set: forth in § 2014.11 (b}(2),l)(b) of 
A.1.0. Regulation 1 has been authorized for the commodity, A.1.D. 
will accept a statement in these blocks or im block 15 that (1) the 
commodity contains no components from other than "free world” 
countries, and. (2) the total cost of components imported into the 
country of production fromm other than countries included in the 
authorized geographic source code for the cooperating country 
itself whenever Code 941 is authorized} per unit of finished commod- 
ity is ne more than 50 percent of the lowest selling price per unit at 
which the supplier makes the commodity available for export. If 
A.1.0. has authorized a percentage of such components otter than 
50 percent, the supplier should state such other higher or lower 
modification of the percentage rule,. with a citation to the pertinent 
modification, andi the actuat percentage of such components in the 
product, or an affirmation that the percentage of such components 
ts not in excess of the percentage allowed by A.If.D. The supplier 
should thereafter be prepared’ to demonstrate the accuracy of 
these statements upon the request of A.!.D. 


BLOCK 15: This block may be used to furnish explanation or 
additional information in cannection with any entries on. the form. 
identify Block (and line, as appropriate) to which entry relates. 


BLOCK 16: The supplier, or its authorized representative, must 
manually sign. this certification, showing mame. title and. date signed. 


BLOCK f7: For A.!.0. use. Note that A.t.D. approval is not valid: 
for deliveries on. and after the expiration date shown in this biock. 


BLOCK T1&: ff reproduced copies of thie original form: are presented 
with the supplier's sequest for payment (see fifth paragrapl of 
Generai instructions). the supplier or its authorized sepresentative 
qnust lemme alan Sie enitination 0 Sine at Ae-seaneES 
form, showing: name, title and the date signed. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 100 

[CGD 05-90-58) 


Special Local Regulations for Marine 
Events; Maryland Governors Cup 
inboard Regatta; Back River, Essex, 
MD - 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Special local regulations are 


being adopted for the Maryland 
Governors Cup Inboard Regatta to be 
held on the Back River at Essex, 
Maryland held September 1-2, 1990. 
These special local regulations will 
govern vessel activities during the races 
and are necessary due to the potential 
danger to the waterway users, the 
confined nature of the waterway, and 
expected spectator craft congestion 
during the event. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: These regulations are 
effective for the following periods: 


9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. September 1, 1990 
9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. September 2, 1990 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephen L. Phillips, Chief, Boating 
Affairs Branch, Boating Safety Division, 
Fifth Coast Guard District, 431 Crawford 
Street, Portsmouth, Virginia 23704-5004 
(804) 398-6204. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking has not been 
published for these regulations and good 
cause exists for making them effective in 
less than 30 days from the date of 
publication. Adherence to normal 
rulemaking procedures would not have 
been possible. Specifically, the 
sponsor's application to hold the event 
was not received in the district office 
until August 7, 1990, leaving insufficient 
time te publish a notice of proposed 
rulemaking in advance of the event. 


Drafting Information 


The drafters of this notice are QM1 
Kevin R. Connors, project officer, 
Boating Affairs Branch, Fifth Coast 
Guard District, and Captain Michael K. 
Cain, project attorney, Fifth Coast 
Guard District Legal Staff. 


Discussion of Regulations 


The Essex Recreation and Parks 
Council has submitted an application 
dated July 26, 1990 to hold the Maryland 
Governors Cup Inboard Regatta to be 
held on the Back River at Essex, 
Maryland held September 1-2, 1990. The 
event will consist of approximately 500 


inboard hydroplanes.and race boats, 
ranging from 13 to 20 feet in length, 
racing on a designated course within the 
regulated area. Backed up marine traffic 
will be allowed to transit the area 
between heats. Since the waterway will 
not be closed for extended periods, 
waterborne traffic should not be 
severely disrupted. 


Economic Assessment and Certification 


These regulations are not considered 
either major under Executive Order 
12291 on Federal Regulation or 
significant under Department of 
Transportation regulatory policies and 
procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979). The economic impact is expected 
to be so minimal that a full regulatory 
evaluation is unnecessary. Because of 
this minimal impact, the Coast Guard 
certifies that these regulations will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Federalism Assessment 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
the final rule does not raise sufficient 
federalism implications to warrant the 
preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 


Environmental Impact 


This final rule has been thoroughly 
reviewed by the Coast Guard and has 
been determined to be categorically 
excluded from further environmental 
documentation in accordance with 
section 2.B.2.c of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1B. A Categorical 
Exclusion Determination statement has 
been prepared and has been placed in 
the final rule docket. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100 
Marine safety, Navigation (water). 
Final Regulations 


In consideration of the foregoing, part 
100 of title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 


PART 100—{ AMENDED] 
1. The authority citation for part 100 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1233; 49 CFR 1.46 and 
33 CFR 100.35. 


2. A temporary § 100.35-0558 is added 
to read as follows: 


§ 100.35-0558 . Back River, Essex, 
Maryland. 
(a) Definitions—(1) Regulated area. 


The waters of the Back River from 
shoreline to shoreline bounded to the 


southeast by a line drawn from Cox 
Point at latitude 39°17'32.0" North, 
longitude 76°27'58.5” West, south to 
latitude 39°16'53.0" North, longitude 
76°28'00.0" West, and to the northwest 
by the Eastern Avenue fixed highway 
bridge, center point latitude 39°18'07.0" 
North, longitude 74°29'22.0" West. 

(2) Coast Guard Patrol Commander. 
The Coast Guard Patrol Commander is a 
commissioned, warrant, or petty officer 
who has been designated by the 
Commander, Coast Guard Group 
Baltimore. 

(b) Special local regulations. (1) 
Except for persons or vessels authorized 
by the Coast Guard Patrol Commander, 
no person or vessel may enter or remain 
in the regulated area, 

(2) The operator of any vessel in the 
immediate vicinity of this area shall: 

(i) Stop the vessel immediately when 
directed to do so by any commissioned, 
warrant, or petty officer‘on board a 
vessel displaying a Coast Guard ensign. 

(ii) Proceed as directed by any 
commissioned, warrant or petty officer 
on board a vessel displaying a Coast 
Guard ensign. 

(3) Any spectator vessel may anchor 
outside of the regulated area specified in 
paragraph (a)(1) of these regulations, but 
may not block a navigable channel. 

(c) Effective dates: These regulations 
are effective for the following periods: 


9:00 a.m. to’7:00 p.m., September 1, 1990. 
9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., September 2, 1990. 


Dated: August.15, 1990. 
P.A. Welling, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commander, 
Fifth Coast Guard District. 


[FR Doc. 90-19749 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


33 CFR Part 100 
[CGD 05-90-57] 


Special Local Regulations for Marine 
Events; Hampton Bay Days Festival; 
Hampton River, Hampton, VA 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 


ACTION: Notice-of implementation of 33 
CFR 100.508. 


sumMMARY: This notice implements 33 
CFR 100.508 for the Hampton ‘Bay Days 
Festival. The event will be held on the 
Hampton River. The special local 
regulations are necessary to control 
vessel traffic in the immediate vicinity 
of this event. The effect will be to 





restrict general navigation in the 
regulated area for the safety of 
spectators and participants. 
EFFECTIVE DATES: The regulations in 33 
CFR 100.508 are effective for the 
following periods: 
3:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. September 7, 1990 
9:00 a.m. to 11:30 p.m. September 8,. 1990 
12:00 Noon to 3:00 p.m. September 9, 
1990 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Stephen L. Phillips, Chief, Boating 
Affairs Branch, Fifth Coast Guard 
District, 431 Crawford Street, 


The drafters of this notice are QM1 
Kevin R. Connors, project officer, 
Boating Affairs Branch, Beating Safety 
Division, Fifth Coast Guard District, and 
Captain Michael K. Cain, project 
attorney, Fifth Coast Guard District 
Legal Staff. 

Discussion of Regulations 

Bay Days, Inc. submitted an 
application on July 2, 1990 to hold the 
Hampton Bay Days Festival on 
September 7, 8, and 9, 1990. The marine 
portion of the festival will consist of a 
parade of boats, water ski shows, and 
various type boat races. There will also 
be a fireworks display launched from 
within the regulated area. The 
regulations in 33 CFR 100.508 govern the 
activities of the Hampton Bay Days 
Festival held on the Hampton River, in 
and around downtown Hampton, 
Virginia. Implementation of 33 CFR 
100.508 also implements as speciat 

areas the 
anchorages designated in that section 
for use by vessels during the event. 
Vessels less than 20 meters long may 
anchor in these areas without displaying 


the anchor lights and shapes required by _ 


Inland Navigation Rule 30 (33 U.S.C. 
2030fg}). 

Since these regulations were 
specifically established to enhance the 
safety of the participants in and 
spectators of the marine portions of the 
Hampton Bay Days Festival the 


Fifth Coast Guard District. 
[FR Doc. 90-19750 Filed 21-90; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-@ 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
[FRL-3620-3] 


Approvaf and Promutgation of 
implementation Plans; indiana 


AGENCY: United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA]. 

ACTION: Notice of final rulemaking; 
direct final. 


SUMMARY: USEPA is approving @ 
revision to the Indiana State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). On February 
15, 1990, the Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management (IDEM) 
submitted a revision to the Indiana 
Administrative. Code (IAC) 1-1-3, 
References to the Code of Federal 
Regulations. This revision, for purposes: 
of incorporation by reference, updates: 
the applicable edition of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) from the 1987 
edition to the 1988 edition. USEPA’s 
action is based upon a revision request 
which was submitted by the State. 
DATES: This action will be effective 
October 22, 1990, unless notice is 
received by September 21, 1990, that 
someone wishes to submit adverse or 
critical comments. If the effective date is 
delayed, timely notice will be published 
in the Federal Register. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revision 

request and other materials relating to 

this rulemaking are available for 
inspection at the following addresses: (It 

is recommended that you telephone E. 

Marie Huntoon, at (342) 886-6034, before 

visiting the Region V office.) 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region V, Air and Radiation Branch,, 
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. 

Written comments should be sent to: 

Gary Gulezian, Chief, Regulatory 
Analysis Section, Air and Radiation 
Branch (5AR-26}, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60604 
A copy of today's revision to the 

Indiana SIP is available for inspection 

at: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Public Information Reference Unit, 401 
M Street SW., Washington, DC 20460 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. W. Marie Huntoon, Air and 

Radiation Branch (5AR-26), United 

States Environmental Protection 

Agency, Region V, Chicago, Illinois 

60604, (312) 866-6ad4. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title 40 
of the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR), entitled “Protection of the 
Environment”, includes all federal 
environmental regulations used by the 
USEPA. Many of these regulations are. 
either directly incorporated by reference 
into Title 326 of the 

Administrative Code (IAC) as State- 
enforceable rule provisions or they are 
otherwise incorporated into 326 IAC as. 
Federal authority for the implementation 
and enforcement of State rule 
provisions. Title 40 of the CFR is 
referenced throughout 326 IAC in 
Articles 1 through 3, § through 8, and 11 
through 15. 

326 IAC 1-4-3, References to the Code 
of Federal Regulations, references the 
yearly edition of 40 CFR which is 
applicable to incorporation by reference 
throughout the rules, unless the year of 
an edition is specifically incorporated 
into an individual article. Due to the 
publication of the 1988 edition of 40 
CFR, IDEM has revised 326 IAC 1-1-3 in 
order to ensure proper incorporation of 
the mest recent Federal standards and 
requirements. For the purposes of 
incorporation by reference, the revision 
updates the applicable edition of the 
CFR from the 1987 edition to the 1988 
edition. According to IDEM, this change 
should allow the State to require 
compliance with revised modeling 

for Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD) and additional New 
Source Performance Standards (NSPS) 
requirements (part € of the Act), 
USEPA’s Actions 

USEPA is hereby approving the 
revision made to 326. LAC 1-1-3, 
References to the Code of Federah 
Regulations. Because USEPA considers 
today’s action noncontroversial and 
routine, we are approving it today 
without prior proposal. The action will 
become effective on. October 22, 1990. 
However, if we receive notice by 
September 21, 1990, that someone 
wishes to submit critical comments, then 
USEPA will publish: (1) A notice that 
withdraws the action, and (2) # notice 
that begins a new rulemaking by 
proposing the action and establishing a 
comment period. 

Nothing in this action should be 
construed as permitting or allowing or 
establishing a precedent for any future 
request for revision to any SIP. Each 
request for revision to the SIP shall be 
considered: separately im light of specific 
technical, economic, and environmental 


* It should be noted, however, that as a matter of 
federal law, subject ssurces. must comply with the 
most recent CFR requirements. 
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factors and in relation to relevant 
statutory and regulatory requirements. 

This action has been classified as a 
Table Three action by the Regional 
Administrator under the procedures 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 19, 1989, (54 FR 2214-2225). On 
January 6, 1989, the Office of 
Management and Budget waived Table 
Two and Three SIP revisions (54 FR 
2222) from the requirements of section 3 
of Order 12291 for a period of 2 years. 

Under 5 U.S.C. section 605(b), the 
Administrator has certified that SIP 
approvals do not have a significant 
economic impa:t on a substantial 
number of small entitles. (See 46 FR 
8709.) 


Under section 307(b)(1) of the Act, 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeal for the appropriate 
circuit by October 22, 1990. This action 
may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements. 
(See 307(b)(2).) 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Carbon 
monoxide, Environmental protection, 
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by 
reference, Intergovernmental relations, 
Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, 
Particulate matter, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Sulfur 
oxides. 


Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Indiana was approved by the Director of the 
Federal Register on July 1, 1982. 


Dated: July 13, 1990. 
Valdas V. Adamkus, 
Regional Administrator. 

Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, chapter I, part 52, is 
amended as follows: 


PART 52—-APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS, INDIANA 


1. The authority citation for part 52 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642. 


2. Section 52.770 is amended by 
adding and reserving paragraphs (c) (73) 
through (85) and by adding paragraph 
(c)(86) to read as follows: 


§ 52.770 Indentification of plan. 

(c) ** * 

(73)-(85) [Reserved] 

(86) On February 15, 1990, Indiana 
submitted an amended rule which 
updates the applicable edition of the 
Code of Federal Regulations from the 
1987 edition to the 1988 edition. 

(i) Incorporation by reference. (A) 
Title 326, Air Pollution Control Board, 
Indiana Administrative Code (IAC) 1-1- 
3, References to the Code of Federal 
Regulations, as published in the 
February 1, 1990, Indiana Register (IR), 
Volume 13 at IR 867. Filed with the 
Secretary of State on December 14, 1989. 


* * * * * 


[FR Doc. 90-19567 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Public Health Service 


42 CFR Ch. Ill 


St. Elizabeths Hospital; Removal of 
Obsolete Regulations 


AGENCY: Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, PHS, 
HHS. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule removes obsolete 
regulations governing St. Elizabeths 
Hospital. The statutory authority under 
which these regulations were 
promulgated were repealed by Public 
Law 98-621 (24 U.S.C. 225-225h) which 
mandated the transfer of St. Elizabeths 
Hospital to the District of Columbia. 


DATES: August 22, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Helen Cesari (301) 443-4640. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Regulations governing St. Elizabeths 
Hospital are currently found in chapter 
III (parts 300 to 399) of title 42 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). 
Public Law 98-621 (24 U.S.C, 225-225h) 
mandated the transfer of St. Elizabeths 
by repealing the statutory authorities 
under which chapter III was 
promulgated. This final rule removes 
obsolete regulations. The Secretary has 
therefore determined, according to 5 
U.S.C. 553 and Department policy, that it 
would be both unnecessary and 
contrary to the public interest to obtain 
public comment on this final rule or to 
delay the effective date. 

List of Subjects in 42 CFR Chapter III 
(parts 300 to 399) 

Disbursement of pension money, 
Handling of personal funds of patients, 
Disposition of monies of deceased 
inmates, Autopsies, Conduct and traffic 
regulations for the St. Elizabeths 
Hospital Reservation, Washington, DC. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, title 42 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 


Chapter Ili—[{Removed] 
1. Chapter III (parts 300 to 399) is 
removed. 
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Dated: June 6, 1990. 

. James O. Mason,. 

Assistant Secretary for Health. 
Approved: July 27, 1990. 

Louis W. Sullivan, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19782 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-20-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


44 CFR Part 336 
RIN 3067-AB47 


Predesignation of Nonindustrial 
Facilities (NIF) for National weer 


Emergency Use 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). 


ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) is 
correcting errors that appeared in the 
printing of the final rule establishing 
policy guidance for the Nonindustrial 
Facilities (NIF) Program. 

The Final rule appeared in the Federal 
Register July 26, 1990 (55 FR 30457). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gary Conrad, Jr., Planning Specialist, 
Office of Mobilization Preparedness, 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, room 618, 500 C Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20472, Telephone (202) 
646-3578. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
preparing the final rule for publication in 
the Federal Register, three errors were _ 
inadvertently made. 


PART 336—PREDESIGNATION OF 
NONINDUSTRIAL FACILITIES (NIF) 
FOR NATIONAL SECURITY 
EMERGENCY USE 


1. On page 30458, third column, 
twenty-one lines. from the bottom, in 
§ 336.4(g), a line of text was incorrectly 
omitted. Paragraph (g) of § 336.4 is 
corrected to read as follows: 

§ 336.4 Definitions. 

(g) Predesignation. Predesignation 
means the advanced identification and 
screening of a NIF to help ensure there 
will be no conflict of requirements for its 
use during a national security 
emergency. 

2. On page 30459, first column, fifteen 
lines from the top, in § 336.5(e}, a line of 
text was incorrectly repeated. Paragraph 
(e) of § 336.5-is corrected to read as 
follows: 


§336.5 Background. 
- * * * * 

(e) In the development of the plans for 
use of these facilities, including 
privately-owned facilities, different 
requirements for national security 
emergencies must be considered. Such 
emergency conditions could create a 
conflicting requirement for the same 
facility by Government entities. FEMA 
will coordinate the NIF requests by DoD 
components and other Federal agencies 
with the appropriate State agencies to 
ensure that conflicts between civilian 
and military requirements are avoided. 

3. On page 30459, second column, 
thirteen lines from the bottom, in 
§ 336.7(b)}(4), the word “advisory” was 
incorrectly used in place of the word 
“advisor”. Paragraph (b)(4) of § 336.7 is 
corrected to read as follows: 


§ 336.7 Federal responsibilities. 
* * * * * 

(b) eset 

(4) Resolve conflicting NIF requests 
that cannot be resolved at the regional 
office level and refer appropriate issues 
to the National Security Advisor for 
resolution; 

Dated: August 6, 1990. 
Antonio Lopez, 
Associate Director for National 
Preparedness, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 
[FR Doc. 90-19769 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-01-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


47 CFR Part 73 
[MM Docket No. 87-314] 


Broadcast Service; Abuse of the 
Commission’s Licensing Processes; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: The Commission, in its 
synopsis of the Report and Order in MM 
Docket 87-314 (FR Doc. No. 90-16547, 55 
FR 28912, July 16, 1990) inadvertently 
omitted language describing the 
paperwork burden on the public. That 
Federal Register: document is hereby 
corrected by inserting the following 
immediately after the heading 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
The public reporting burden for the 
collection of information in § 1.420 is 
estimated to average 1.5 hours per 
response. The burden for § 73.3588 is 
estimated to average 1.25 hours per 
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response. The burden for § 73.3589 is 
estimated to average 1 hour per 
response. Each of these estimates 
includes the time for reviewing 
instructions, searching existing data 
sources, gathering and maintaining the 
data needed, and completing and 
reviewing the collection of information. 
Send comments regarding this burden 
estimate or any other aspect of this 
collection of information, including 
suggestions for reducing the burden, to 
the Federal Communications 
Commission, Office of the Managing 
Director, Washington, DC 20554, and to 
the Office of Management and Budget, 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Washington, DC 20503. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rita McDonald, Mass Media Bureau, 
Policy and Rules Division, (202) 632- 
5414. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Donna R. Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19804 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


47 CFR Part 73 
[MM Docket No. 89-438; RM-6804] 


Radio Broadcasting Services; 
Citronelle, AL 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document substitutes 
Channel 271C3 for Channel 270A at 
Citronelle, Alabama, and modifies the 
Class A permit issued to Fuller 
Broadcasting Company of Mobile 
County, Inc. for Station WKQR(FM), as 
requested, to specify operation on the 
higher powered channel, thereby 
providing that community with its first 
expanded coverage FM service. See 54 
FR 41465, October 10, 1989. Coordinates 
for Channel 271C3 at Citronelle are 31- 
06-08 and 88-22-28. With this action, the 
proceeding is terminated. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 11, 1990. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 
634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
synopsis of the Commission's Report 
and Order, MM Docket No. 89-438, 
adopted July 31, 1990, and released 
August 17, 1990. The full text of this 
Commission decision is available for 
inspection and copying during normal 
business hours in the FCC Dockets 
Branch (room 230), 1919 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC. The complete text of 
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this decision may also be purchased 
from the Commission's copy contractors, 
International Transcription Service, 
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite 
140, Washington, DC 20037. 


List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 
Radio broadcasting. 


PART 732—{AMENDED}] 


1. The authority citation for part 73 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303. 


§ 73.202 [Amended] 

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM 
Allotments for Alabama, is amended by 
amending the entry for Citronelle, by 
removing Channel 270A and adding 
Channel 271C3. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Kathleen B. Levitz, 

Deputy Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Mass Media Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 90-19803 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


50 CFR Part 672 
(Docket No. 91050-0019] 


Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of closure rescission; 
request for comments. 


SUMMARY: NOAA announces the 
rescission of a previous notice of closure 
for Domestic Annual Processing (DAP) 
of “Other Rockfish” in the Western 
Regulatory area of the Gulf of Alaska, 
effective 12 noon, Alaska local time, 
August 16, 1990. This action is necessary 
to assure optimum use of groundfish in 
the Gulf of Alaska. The intent of this 
action is to promote fishery objectives of 


the Fishery Management Plan for the 
Groundfish Fishery of the Gulf of 
Alaska. 

DATES: Effective from noon, Alaska 
local time (a.1.t.), August 16, 1990 
through midnight, a.l.t.. December 31, 
1990. Comments are invited on or before 
September 3, 1990. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
mailed to Steven Pennoyer, Director, 
Alaska Region (Regional Director), 
National Marine Fisheries Service, P.O. 
Box 21668, Juneau, AK 99802-1668, or be 
delivered to Room 453, Federal Building, 
709 West Ninth Street, Juneau, Alaska. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patsy A. Bearden, Resource 
Management Specialist, 907-586-7229. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Fishery Management Plan for 
Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska (FMP) 
governs the groundfish fishery in the 
exclusive economic zone in the Gulf of 
Alaska under the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act. 
Regulations implementing the FMP are 
at 50 CFR 611.92 and part 672. Section 
672.20(a) of the regulations establishes 
an optimum yield (OY) range of 116,000- 
800,000 metric tons (mt) for all 
groundfish species in the Gulf of Alaska. 
Total allowable catches (TACs) for 
target species and species groups are 
specified annually within the OY range 
and apportioned among the regulatory 
areas and districts. 

The 1990 TAC initially specified for 
“Other Rockfish” in the Western 
Regulatory Area is 4,300 mt (55 FR 3223, 
January 31, 1990). Under § 672.20({c)(3), 
when the Regional Director determines 
that the share of “Other Rockfish” TAC 
assigned to any gear and for any area or 
district has been achieved prior to the 
end of the fishing year, the Secretary of 
Commerce (Secretary) will publish a 
notice in the Federal Register, requiring 
that “Other Rockfish” must be treated 
as a prohibited species under § 672.20(e) 
in all or part of that area or district for 
the remainder of that year. 

Based on predictions of high catch 
rates for a 2-week period, NOAA 


published a notice in the Federal 
Register requiring that “Other Rockfish” 
be treated in the same manner as 
prohibited species in the Western 
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska, 
under § 672,20(c)(3), effective 12:00 noon, 
a.l.t., August 3, 1990 (55 FR 32261, 
August 8, 1990). Since that time, the 
catch rate in the “Other Rockfish” 
fishery was substantially lower than 
predicted, and 2,551 mt of “Other 
Rockfish” remains unharvested in the 
Western Regulatory Area. Therefore, the 
Secretary is rescinding the previous 
closure for “Other Rockfish” in the 
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska effective 12 noon, a.l.t., August 
16, 1990, to. ensure optimum use of this 
resource. 


Classification 


This action is taken under 
§ 672.20(c)(3), and is in compliance with 
Executive Order 12291. 

The Assistant Administrator for 
Fisheries, NOAA, finds for good cause 
that it is impractical and contrary to the 
public interest to provide prior notice 
and comment or to delay the effective 
date of this notice. The Regional 
Director has determined that substantial 
amounts of the “Other Rockfish” TAC in 
the Western Regulatory Area remain 
unharvested, and that ongoing 
groundfish operations are being 
unnecessarily constrained under the 
existing closure. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments in writing to the 
address previously cited on or before 
September 3, 1990. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 672 


Fish, Fisheries, Recordkeeping and 
reporting requirements. 
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801, et seq. 
Dated: August 16, 1990. 
David S. Crestin, 
Acting Director, Office of Fisheries 
Conservation and Management, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 


[FR Doc. 90-19735 Filed 8-16-90; 4:29 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 





AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposed rule would 
authorize expenditures and establish an 
assessment rate under Marketing Order 
920 for the 1990-91 fiscal period. 
Authorization of this budget would 
enable the Kiwifruit Administrative 
Committee to incur expenses that are 
reasonable and necessary to administer 
the program. Funds to administer this 
program would be derived from 
assessments on handlers. 

DATES: Comments must be received by 
September 4, 1990. 

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are 
invited to submit written comments 
concerning this proposal. Comments 
must be sent in triplicate to the Docket 
Clerk, Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
AMS, USDA, P.O. Box 96456, Room 
2525-S, Washington, DC 20090-6456. 
Comments should reference the docket 
number and the date and page number 
of this issue of the Federal Register and 
will be available for public inspection in 
the Office of the Docket Clerk during 
regular business hours. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Caroline C. Thorpe, Marketing Order 
Administration Branch, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, AMS, USDA, P.O. 
Box 96456, Room 2525-S, Washington, 
DC 20090-6456, telephone 202-447-2020. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule 
is proposed under Marketing Agreement 
and Order No. 920 (7 CFR part 920) 
regulating the handling of kiwifruit 
grown in California. The marketing 
agreement and order are effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 


Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), hereinafter referred to as the Act. 

This rule has been reviewed by the 
Department in accordance with 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and the 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12291 and has been determined to be a 
“non-major” rule. 

Pursuant to requirements set forth in 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), the 
Administrator of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS) has 
considered the economic impact of this 
proposed rule on small entities. 

The purpose of the RFA is to fit 
regulatory actions to the scale of 
business subject to such actions in order 
that small businesses will not be unduly 
or disproportionately burdened. 
Marketing orders issued pursuant to the 
Act, and rules issued thereunder, are 
unique in that they are brought about 
through group action of essentially small 
entities acting on their own behalf. 
Thus, both statutes have small entity 
orientation and compatibility. 

There are approximately 77 handlers 
of California Kiwifruit under Marketing 
Order No. 920, and approximately 1,220 
kiwifruit producers. Small agricultural 
producers have been defined by the 
Small Business Administration (13 CFR 
121.2) as those having annual gross 
revenues for the last three years of less 
than $500,000, and small agricultural 
service firms are defined as those whose 
gross annual receipts are less than 
$3,500,000. The majority of the handlers 
and producers may be classified as 
small entities. 

The budget of expenses for the 1990- 
91 fiscal year was prepared by the 
Kiwifruit Administrative Committee 
(committee), the agency responsible for 
local administration of the order, and 
submitted to the Department of 
Agricultural for approval. The members 
of the committee are handlers and 
producers of California kiwifruit. They 
are familiar with the committee's needs 
and with the cost of goods, services, and 
personnel in their local area, and are 
thus in a position to formulate an 
appropriate budget. The budget was 
formulated and discussed in a public 
meeting. Thus, all directly affected 
persons have had an opportunity to 
participate and provide input. 

The assessment rate recommended by 
the committee was derived by dividing . 
anticiapted expenses by expected 
shipments of kiwifruit. Because thai rate 
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is applied to actual shipments, it must 
be established at a rate which will 
produce sufficient income to pay the 
committee's expected expenses. 

The committee met on July 12, 1990, 
and unanimously recommended a 1990- 
91 budget of $191,446. This compares 
with $136,293 last year. Decreases 
include $2,800 for maturity test kits and 
$1,300 for field staff travel. Major 
increases this year include $7,690 for 
salaries, $4,285 for benefits, $7,500 for a 
new staff vehicle, and $39,097 for dry 
weight maturity testing. 

Presently the Brix method is used to 
measure the soluble solids (or sugar) 
content of kiwifruit in order to 
determine when it is to be harvested. 
Currently kiwifruit with a soluble solids 
content of 6.5 percent are considered 
mature enough to harvest. While this is 
a good indicator of palatability, it does 
not guarantee that the fruit is mature 
enough to continue ripening after 
harvest. However, dry weight testing 
measures total solids which may be 
more accurate in determining when to 
harvest, as it may indicate the ability of 
the fruit to continue ripening once 
harvested. The committee implemented 
the dry weight testing program to collect 
data throughout California to evaluate 
future use of this method during 
inspection. Costs caver pay for 13 
people, and equipment such as 
microwaves, scales and supplies. 

The committee also recommended an 
assessment rate of $0.01 per 742 pound 
try or equivalent, up from $0.0075 last 
year. This rate, when applied to 
anticipated shipments of 10.5 million 
trays, would yield $105,000 in 
assessment income. This, when 
combined with $86,446 from interest 
income and the reserve, would provide 
adequate funds for budgeted expenses. 
Operating reserve funds, currently at 
$124,202, would be reduced to less than 
one fiscal period's expenses. 

While this proposed action would 
impose some additional costs on 
handlers, the costs are in the form of 
uniform assessments on all handlers. 
Some of the additional costs may be 
passed on to producers. However, these 
costs would be offset by the benefits 
derived from the operation of the 
marketing order. Therefore, the 
Administrator of the AMS has 
determined that this action would not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
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This action should be expedited 
because the committee needs to have 
sufficient funds to pay its expenses 
which are incurred on a continuous 
basis. The 1990-91 fiseal-period for the 
program began on August 1, 1990, and 
the marketing order requires that the 
rate of assessment for the fiscal period 
apply to all assessable kiwifruit handled 
during the fiscal period. In addition, 
handlers are aware of ‘this action which 
was recommended bythe committee at 
a public meeting. Therefore, it is found 
and determined that a comment period 
of less than 30 days is appropriate 
because the budget and assessment rate 
approval for this program needs to be 
expedited. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part $20 


Kiwifruit, marketing agreements. 

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, it is proposed that 7 CFR part 
920 be amended as follows: 


PART 920—KIWIFRUIT GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA 


1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part 920 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Sections 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674. 


2. Anew § 920.206 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 920.206 Expenses and assessment rate. 
Expenses of $191,446 by the Kiwifruit 
Administrative Committee are 
authorized, and an assessment rate of 
$0.01 per 742 pound tray or equivalent of 
kiwifruit is established for the fiscal 
period ending July 31, 1990. Unexpended 
funds may be carried over as a reserve. 
Dated: August 16, 1990. 
William J. Doyle, 


Associate Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division. 


[FR-Doc. $0-19780 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE. 3410-02-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


10 CFR Part 50 
[Docket No. PRM-50-52] 


Marvin Lewis; Denial of Petition for 
Rulemaking. 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION: Denial of petition for 
rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) is denying a petition 
for rulemaking (PRM-50-52) from Mr. 


* 


Marvin I. Lewis. The petition requests 
that the Commission amend its 
regulations in 10 CFR parts 2 and 50 to 
reinstate financial qualifications as a 
consideration in the operating license 
hearings for electric utilities. The 
petition is being denied because it raises 
no issues that were not previously 
considered in the rulemaking process 
that resulted in the Commission's 
adoption on September 12, 1984 (49 FR 
35747) of a final rule entitled 
“Elimination of Review of Financial 
Qualifications of Electric Utilities in 
Operating License Review and Hearings 


‘for Nuclear Power Plants,” and because 


no new circumstances have arisen to 
warrant a a change in the current 
regulation. 


ADDRESSES: Copies of correspondence 
and documents listed below are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room at 
2120 L Street, NW. (Lower Level), 
Washington, DC. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrel A. Nash, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, telephone (301) 492-1256. 


The Petition 


By letter dated June 6, 1988, Mr. 
Marvin I. Lewis of Phildelphia, 
Pennsylvania, filed with the NRC a 
petition for rulemaking. The petitioner 
requested that the NRC rescind the rule 
that has eliminated financial 
qualifications from consideration at the 
operating license stage for electric 
utilities. 


Basis for Request 
Grounds for the Petition 


Mr. Lewis states that long-standing 
operating problems at Limerick I and II 
and at the Peach Bottom plants have 
placed a financial burden on the 
Philadelphia Electric Co (PECo). Mr. 
Lewis asserts that PECo has admitted 
being under financial pressure and that 
the cost of Limerick I and Ii has left 
PECo billions of dollars in debt. Mr. 
Lewis also asserts that despite the 
shaky financial condition of the parent 
utility, Long Island Lighting Company 
(LILCO), Shoreham was granted a 
license to operate. He claims that LILCO 
had admitted that it lacked sufficient 
monies to pay for decommissioning of 
the nuclear power plant, and he is 
concerned that the financial problems 
facing PECo will lead to a situation at 
Limerick II similar to the Shoreham 
situation (i.e., the shutdown of a nuclear 
power plant after it reached criticality 
and its components had become 
contaminated with radioactivity). 


General Solution to the Problem 


The petitioner generally requests that 
the NRC reinstate financial qualification 
reviews of electric utilities as a part of 
the operating license review and 
hearings for nuclear power plants. In 
addition, the petitioner specifically 
requests that the NRC suspend the 
licensing proceedings for Limerick II 
until the parent utility, PECo, can 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the 
NRC that it is financially qualified to 
proceed safely with Limerick II and its 
other nuclear operations. 


Summary of Petition 


Mr. Lewis believes that Limerick Il 
will be issued a license to operate at full 
power, and then because of PECo's 
financial problems and the excess 
generating capacity in the service area 
resulting from the plant's operation, 
PECo will decide to decommission 
Limerick II. The petitioner asserts that 
such action by PECo will expose him 
and other members of the public to 
radiation without any corresponding 
benefit. Mr. Lewis states that even if the 
plant stays open, the shipment of 
radioactive waste will expose him to 
radiation without any corresponding 
benefit, and he claims this is a violation 
of the Atomic Energy Act. Mr. Lewis 
cites the Atomic Energy Act as the basis 


_ for his assertion that the Federal 


Government is required by law to 
“protect the health and safety of the 
public” and that the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission has been charged with 
enforcing this mandate. 


Petitioner's Proposal 


The petitioner requests that the NRC 
amend its regulations in 10 CFR parts 2 
and 50 to reinstate financial 
qualifications as a consideration in the 
operating license hearings for electric 
utilities. To achieve this goal, the NRC 
would have to revoke the provisions of 
the final rule entitled “Elimination of 
Review of Financial Qualifications of 
Electric Utilities in Operating License 
Review and Hearings for Nuclear Power 
Plants,” adopted on September 12, 1984 
(49 FR 35747) and also revoke the 
provisions of the final rule entitled 
“Elimination of Review of Financial 
Qualifications of Electric Utilities in 
Licensing Hearings for Nuclear Power 
Plants,” adopted March 31, 1982 {47 FR 
13750). Part 2 would be amended by 
revising § 2.104(c)(4) and paragraph 
VIII.(b)(4) of Appendix A to reinstate 
the language of those provisions that 
existed before issuance of the final rule 
published March 31, 1982 (47 FR 13750). 
Part 50 would be amended by-revising 
§ § 50.33(f), 50.40(b), and 50.57fa)(4) to 
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reinstate the language of these 
provisons that existed before issuance 
of the final rule published March 331, 
1982 [47 FR-13750}. Finally, the definition 
of “electric utility” in §§ 2.4 and 50.2 
would be revoked because it would be 
unnecessary. 


Public Comments on the Petition 


A notice of filing of petition for 
rulemaking was published in the Federal 
Register on August 29, 1988 (53 FR 
32913). Interested persons were invited 
to submit written comments or 
suggestions concerning the petition by 
October 28, 1988. The NRC received 21 
comments {one was double-counted) in 
response to the notice: 4 from citizens 
organizations {one of which was sent by 
the petitioner); and 17 from industry, 
industry representative organizations, 
and industrial associations [two 
comments were received from one 
organization). 

All of the citizens organizations 
supported the petition, and all of the 
industry respondents opposed the 
petition. 

. The main reasons given for supporting 
the petition were 

1. A utility under financial duress 
might take short cuis in-operation and 
procedures which.could result 
inaccidental releases of radiation. 

2. The NRC would be under pressure 
to allow many questionable safety 
practices under fear that the utility 
would crash without these questionable 
approvals. 

3. Unplanned expenses associated 
with the outages at the Peach Bottom 
units have greatly weakened PECo's 
financial stability. 

4. PECo’'s jong history of incompetence 
and irresponsibility should have been a 
factor considered by the NRC in 
licensing Limerick I and I. 

5. in adopting the financial 
qualification regulations, the NRC found 
that State regulatery commissions 
would always guarantee utilities an 
adequate rate of return. That this finding 
is net correct has been demonstrated in 
the past by some of these commissions 
which have denied rate increases 
requested by nuclear utilities. 

The main reasons given for opposing 
the petition were 

1. in adopting the present rule, the 
NRC found that the regulated nature of 
its licensees, electric utilities, assured 
adequate funding for safe power reactor 
operation through State and Federal 
ratemaking processes. The NRC failed to 
find, at least for regulated electric utility 
owners of power reactors, any proven 
link between its financial qualification 
review of such licencees and safety. 


2 The petition does not demonstrate 
any rational relationship between the 
facts asserted {an increase in radiation 
exposure) and a need to amend the 
financial qualification rule to require a 
review at the operating license stage. 

3. The petitioner had the opportunity 
to comment and did comment on the 
proposed rule, The petition appears to 
be an attempt to reopen consideration of 
a final rule of the Commission, and this 
rule has already been the subject of 
extensive rulemaking proceedings and 
judicial review. The petition in reality is 
an atiempi te reopen an individual 
licensing proceeding. 

4. The petition seeks to reopen a 
previously resolved matter. In general, 
the courts have held that, absent a 
showing that new circumstances have 
arisen to warrant a change, a regulation 
validly promulgated by an 
administrative agency is entitled to 
finality. 

5. There has been no significant 
change in the ratemaking process or in 
fundamental ecenomic reguiation 
principles that would warrant the NRC’s 
reconsideration of its 1984 decision. 

6. The petitioner appears to be 
challenging the finding made in adopting 
the rule, that is, that utility rate 
regulatory commissions would, without 
exception, allow prudently incurred 
costs of safely operating and 
decommissioning nuclear power piants. 
The DC Circuit Court of Appeals found 
no fault with the Commission's findings 
on this issue, The petition does not offer 
any reasons or supporting facts to show 
that these conclusions are now 
erroneous. 

7. The NRC has the authority under 
section 182a of the Atomic Energy Act 
and under 10 CFR 50.54(f) to obtain any 
financial information necessary to 
determine whether a power reactor 
licensee's financial situation might 
affect the licensee's ability to continue 
to operate safely. 

8. Most of the rulemaking petition is 
devoted to the problems of PECo and 
the licensing of Limerick I and 11. The 
licensing of Limerick I and H is not a 
generic indusiry problem. if there are 
problems at Limerick, there are other, 
more appropriate means of seeking 
Commission action. 

9. The problems of PECo alleged by. 
the petitioner {such as an inadequate 
cooling water supply, an excess of 
generating capacity in the service area, 
and transfer of qualified operating 
personnel from one plant to another) do 
not justify a generic change in the 
financial qualification rule. 

10. Experience has shown that electric 
utilities have taken appropriate steps to 
assure the availability of adequate 


financial resources, even during periods 
of financial stress, by providing for 
delay of non-nuclear expeases and by 
securing additional financing. 

11. The financial qualification rule is 
an inappropriate standard by which to 
judge the adequacy of a utility's 
decommissioning fund. The 
requirements regarding the adequacy of 
a utility's decommissioning fund for 
reactors are contained in other NRC 
regulations. 

12. In adopting the present financial 
qualifications rule, 10 CFR 50.33{f), the 
Commission expressed its intent to use 
its inspection/investigation resources to 
assure that licensees experiencing 
financial difficulties continue to comply 
with regulatory requirements necessary 
for the safe operation of their nuclear 
power plants. 

13. The NRC’s fully implemented and 
often extensive onsite licensee 
inspeciton program and its Systematic 
Assessment of Licensee Performance 
process provides direct information 
regarding the achievement of safe levels 
of operation at each facility, obviating 
any need for indirect methods of 
measurement such as the financial 
situation of licensees. 

14. Reintroducing the case-by-case 
review of the financial qualifications of 
licensees would interfere with the NRC's 
move toward standardization. 


Reasons for Denial 


The current financial qualification 
regulation in 10 CFR 50.33{f) nesulted 
from an extensive rulemaking process 
that included detailed studies by the 
staff and the National Association of 
Regulatory Utility Commissioners 
(NARUC). It was twice noticed as a 
proposed rule for comment in the 
Federal Register {August 18, 1981 [46 FR 
41786) and April 2, 1984 (49 FR 13044)} 
and each time extensive comments were 
received. These comments were 
evaluated, and the final rules were 
modified accordingly. All of the 
concerns relating to financial 
qualifications expressed in the petition 
were considered in these earlier 
proceedings. The final rule was also 
reviewed by the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the D.C. Circuit.’ Situations such as 
those alleged to exist at PECo and 
LILCO were considered in the 
rulemaking and court review processes. 

The portion of the preamble to the 
present rule entitled “Backgound” [49 FR 
35747; September 12, 1984) provides the 


' New Coalition on Nuclear Poltetion x. 
NRC, 727 F.2d 1127 (D.C. Cir. 2984); Coalition for the 
Environment, St. Louis Region v. NRC, 795 F.2d 168 
(D.C. Cir. 1986}. 
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basis for the promulgation of the 
existing regulation. The NRC's findings 


that follow do not represent’a final 
decision by the Commission. Further 


as set forth in the preamble to the 1984 information is provided in the 


final rule were adjudged to adequately 
justify and support that rule.? No 
changes in rate regulatory law have 
taken place since then, nor is the NRC 
aware of any change in the practices or 
commitments of rate regulatory 
commissions. The petitioner does not 
identify any changed circumstances; he 
only states, “We are presently faced 


with the very problems which I stated or © 


predicted in my 5-28-84°comments on 
the rule.” This argument is clearly an 
attack against the basis of the rule and 
does not arise from new or changed 
circumstances. 

The petition alleges financial and 
other problems of two individual 
licensees, Philadelphia Electric 
Company and Long Island Lighting and 
Power Company. Rulemaking is an 
inappropriate process for dealing with 
these problems of individual licensees. 

Because the petition presents no 
information not previously considered 
and because there are no new 
circumstances, the NRC has denied this 
petition. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland; this 17th day 
of July, 1990. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
James M. Taylor, 

Executive Director for Operations. 
[FR Doc. 90-19767 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
[Notice 1990-12] 


11 CFR Parts 107, 114 and 9008 


Presidential Election Campaign Fund 
and Federal Financing of Presidential 
Nominating Conventions 


AGENCY: Federal Election Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Commission requests 
comments on a proposed revision of its 
regulations at 11 CFR parts 107, 114 and 
9008 governing publicly financed 
Presidential nominating conventions. 
These regulations implement section 437 
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971, as amended (2 U.S.C. 431 et seq.) 
and section 9008 of the Presidential 
Campaign Fund Act (26 U.S.C. 9008). 
Please note that comment is also 
requested on several related issues for 
which no specific regulatory language is 
proposed at this time. The draft rules 


? Coalition for the Environment, St. Louis Region 
v. NRC, 795 F.2d 168, 176 (D.C. Cir. 1986). ©. 


supplementary information which 
follows. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before September 21, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: Comments must be made in 
writing and addressed to: Ms, Susan E. 
Propper, Assistant General Counsel, 999 
E Street, NW., Washington, DC 20463.. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Susan E. Propper, Assistant General 
Counsel, (202) 376-5690 or (800) 424— 
9530. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Commission is considering revising its 
regulations governing public financing of 
Presidential nominating conventions. A 
major focus of this revision is a 
reorganization of the current regulations. 
One effect of this reorganization is to 
separate the rules concerning 
convention committees from those 
addressing host committee and local 
government activity. Thus, proposed 
subpart A of part 9098 would now cover 
only convention committees and subpart 
B would contain the rules regarding host 
committees and local government 
activity. The draft rules would also 
reorder the sequence of the regulations 
to follow the progression of convention 
activity from registration through use of 
funds and sources of contributions to, 
finally, audits and repayments. Other 
changes are proposed to make the 
regulations more consistent with the 
rules applying to other publicly financed 
committees and, in the case of reporting, 
title 2 committees. In addition, the 
Commission is interested in comments 
on several issues which have arisen in 
the course of the agency's 
administration of these rules. 


A. Part 107-——Presidential Nominating 
Convention, Registration and Reports 


The principal change proposed in this 
part is the reordering of 11 CFR 107.1 
and 107.2. Reporting by convention - 
committees would now be covered in 
§ 107.1 and host committee reporting 
would be addressed in § 107.2. 


Part 9008—Federal Financing of 
Presidential Nominating Conventions 


“ B. New Subpart A—Expenditures by 


National Committees and Convention 
Committees 


Under the proposed reorganization of 
part 9008, this subpart would now 
contain only the rules relating to 
convention committees set up by the 
national party committees to make 
arrangements for the party’s presidential 
nominating convention. The provisions 
on convention committees have also 


been reordered to follow the sequence 
of convention committee activity. 


There are no major changes proposed 
in §§ 9008.1 and 9008.2. 

Proposed § 9008.3(a) would move the 
eligibility requirements for receiving 
public financing from current 11 CFR 
9008.8(b). Paragraph (a) also reflects two 
proposed changes from the present 
convention committee agreement. First, 
the requirement that convention 
committees agree to establish a separate 
account for handling private 
contributions has been eliminated. If a 
convention committee were to accept 
private funds, either due to a decision 
not to accept its full entitlement of 
federal funds or due to a deficiency in 
the Presidential Election Campaign 
Fund, the proposed rules would provide 
the option of either setting up a separate 
account or depositing private ~ 
contributions with payments received 
from the Fund. This approach is 
consistent with the rules governing 
publicly financed Presidential general 
election candidates. See, proposed 
§ 9008.6(a)(3). Second, a new provision 
would be added, at paragraph (a)(4)(vii), 
requiring convention committees to 
agree to comply with the relevant 
provisions of title 2, United States Code, 
and the Commission's regulations 
implementing those provisions. This 
new condition parallels the candidate 
agreements for publicly financed 
primary and general election 
Presidential candidates. 

Proposed § 9008.3(b) would set forth 
the registration and reporting 
requirements for convention committees 
now contained in 11 CFR 9008.12. The 
reporting requirements would be 
revised, however, to track the reporting 
dates for political committees filing 
quarterly reports under title 2. See, 11 
CFR 104.5. In addition, the Commission 
is proposing that all convention 
committees file-their first quarterly 
report following either the quarter in 
which they receive their first payment 
from the Fund or when they begin 
receiving funds or making 
disbursements for convention activity, 
whichever is earlier. Under the current 
rules, these committees may obtain 
loans and begin making convention- 
related disbursements long before they 
receive their first public financing 
payment, but none of this activity is 
disclosed until three months after that 
payment is received. Earlier disclosure 
would provide a more contemporaneous - 
picture of convention committee activity 
and would also ease the burden of filing 
a comprehensive first report covering as 
much as a year's disbursements. 
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Proposed §§ 9008.4 {a) and {b) are 


Fund”. Proposed paragraph [c) of that 
section, titled “Limitation on Payments”, 
is currently found at 11 CFR 9008.5.. 

The provisions on “Adjustment of 
Entitlement” have been moved from 
current 11 CFR 90084 to proposed 


rules. In addition, paragraph {a}{2) has 
been revised to combine the rales for 
major and minor parties on when they 


committees the choice of setting up a 
separate account for private 
contributions or depositing them in the 


proposed § 9008.7, “Use of Funds”, 
contains the provisions of current 11 
CFR 9008.6. In addition, the Commission 
seeks comments on wheiher a revision 
to this section is warranted to clarify the 
distinctian between items which are 
convention expenses and should be 
defrayed with public funds [and count 
against the convention committee's 
expenditure limit) and expenses which 
are related to ongoing business of the 
national committee and are not 

paid for with public funds. Because the 
convention also serves as the vehicle for 
certain party-related business, the line 
between convention expenses and party 
expense can be a fine one. However, the 
Commission has encountered instances 
in which the national committee has 
sought to pay for expenses that are 
clearly convention-related, particularly 
if the convention is close to the 
expenditure limit. Conversely, the 
Commission wishes to ensure that 
public funds are used solely for running 
the nominating convention. Comments 
are invited on whether any langauge 
should be added to draw this distinction 
more Clearly and, if so, how that 
distinction can be better achieved. Gne 
option weuld be to add a presumption 
that expenses are convention-related if 


source of some confusion because it sets 


forth the rules pertaining to activities by 
state and local and host 


committees in addition to explaining the - 
. expenditure limits for convention 


committees. The proposed rules would 
move the substantive provisions 
governing contributions to and 
expeaditures by host committees and 
local governments to $$ 9008.52 and 
9008.53 in new subpart B. Proposed 

§ 9008.8 would then provide, in a simpler 
fashion, the expenditure limits for 
convention committees and an 
explanation of the categories exempted 
from application to that limit. Also, 
proposed paragraph (b) would add a 
reference to expenditures by 
government agencies and municipal 
corporations and would make clear that 
expenditures by these entities, or by 
host committees, will not count against 
the convention committee's expenditure 
limit if the funds are used in accordance 
with the provisions of new subpart B. 

Current 11 CFR 9008.7{c) also specifies 
the circumstances under which 
convention committees may accept in- 
kind donations from businesses. In the 
proposed rules, this paragraph has been 
included as § 9008.9, “‘Receipt of In-kind 
Donations from Businesses.” During the 
last two convention cycles, some 
questions have arisen concerning the 
application of these provisions. 

One question has involved the ability 
to determine when a business is offering 
its standard reduction or discount to the 
convention committee under this 
section. Proposed § 9608.9 {a}{1}{ii)} 
would add documentation requirements 
to demonstrate that a reduction or 
discount, such as a volume discount on 
hotel rooms, is within the vendor's 
ordinary course of business. A second 
issue relates to the practice of offering 
free items to the convention, such as 
pianos or cars. Paragraph (a)(2) would 
permit businesses to provide products 
and services at no charge if they submit 
documentation showing, among other 
things, that it is in the ordinary course of 
that vendor's business to provide 
products or services in an equivalent 
amount and on similar terms, such as in 
return for recognition as an “official 
provider” of such products or services, 
to non-political groups or events. This 
new paragraph would codify the 
conclusion reached in Advisory Opinion 
1988-25. The Commission seeks 
comment on whether the approach 
taken in that advisory opinion, as 
reflected in paragraph {a}{2), should be 
adopted, or whether it should be 
modified to require that products or 
services be provided at no less than the 
vendor's cost, notwithstanding the fact 
that the same business provides items at 
no charge to non-political clients. 


Compare AO 1975-1. in addition, 
comment is requested on whether 
convention committees should be 
required to report their receipt of in-kind 
donations from businesses, including a 
statement of what was provided and its 
value. 

A related point concerns the use of 
different terms in the current regulations 
to describe the kinds of businesses that 
may make in-kind donations. The terms 
“retail business”, “local besiness” and 
“focal retail business” are all used to 
define this category. The Commisison 
welcomes comments on whether one 
term could be used in all cases, or 
whether a basis exists for differentiating 
in different sections. In particular, the 
Commission is considering whether to 
require that all such businesses qualify 
as “local” to ensure that their goal in 
offering goods and servicesis 
commercial rather than political. In 
Advisory Opinion 1975-1, the 
Commission two situations 
which would not violate 18 U‘S.C. 610 
(the predecessor to 2 U.S.C. 441b): 
Volume discounts on goods or services 
purchased by the convention committee 
and donations to a group organized to 
promote the convention city. The 
rationale underlying these exceptions 
was that they reflected a commercial, 
rather than political, purpose by the 
business so involved. If the Commission 
adopts the view that only local retail 
businesses are permitted to offer such 
discounts and donations, how should 
franchisees and national chains be 
regarded under this rule? Another point 
concerns what factors would cause a 
business to be considered “retail” as 
opposed to “wholesale”. Finally, it 
should be noted that references in 
proposed paragraph (b) to Metropolitan 
Area (MA) have been changed from 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA). 
This change conforms to the adeption of 
“Metropolitan Area” as.a more general 
term by the Office of Management and 
Budget in its recent Federal Register 
notice. See, 55 FR 12154 {March 30, 
1990). 

Under the current regulations, 
committees must include all the 
documentation requirements for proving 
that expenses are convention-related in 


- the convention committee agreement, 


pursuant to 11 CFR 9008.8{a}{4){v). The 
proposed rules would follow the format 
of the regulations for publicly financed 
Presidential candidates by only stating 
in the convention commitiee agreement 
that the commitiee agrees to comply 
with the documentation requirements 
(see proposed § 9008.3(a)(4)(iv)) and 
setting forth the actual documentation 
provisions in.a separate section, 
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Proposed § 9008.10 now contains the 
substantive rules on providing evidence 
of convention expenses. In addition, 
these provisions have been redrafted to 
conform to the documentation 
requirements for publicly financed 
candidates. See, 11 CFR 9003.5 and 
9033.11. For example, the term 
“particulars” has been changed to 
“purpose of the disbursement”. In _ 
addition, three new paragraphs have 
been added to this section. New 
paragraph (f} would make clear that 
convention committees must retain 
records regarding their disbursements 
and receipts and present them for 
Commission review. Paragraph (g)} 
would require convention committees to 
maintain a list of capital assets acquired 
by the committees. This proposed 
requirement parallels the rules for 
publicly financed Presidential 
candidates. See, 11 CFR 9003.5(d) and 
9033.11(d). Finally, paragraph (h) 
represents the proposed application of 
the Compatible Magnetic Media 
Requirements (“CMMR”) to publicly 
financed convention committees. The 
purpose of the CMMR is to establish 
uniform standards for producing 
computerized records maintained by 
publicly financed committees at the time 
of the Commission's audit. Proposed 
rules to apply the CMMR to publicly 
financed Presidential candidates were 
recently published by the Commission 
for comment on April 4, 1990. 55 FR 
12499. At that time, the Commission 
noted its intention to also address these 
proposed requirements in the revised 
convention regulations. The basic 
rationale and explanation offered in the 
April 4 Notice apply equally here. The 
categories of computerized records 
sought from convention committees are 
fewer, however, in view of the 
conventions’ narrower focus. 

Proposed § 9008.11 contains the 
provisions on “Examinations and 
Audits” currently found at 11 CFR 
9008.9. It would also include a new 
sentence signaling the Commission's 
intention to follow the same audit 
process for convention committees as it 
now does when auditing the committees 
of publicly financed Presidential 
candidates. 

Proposed § 9008.12, concerning 
“Repayments”, would follow the format 
of the regulations governing repayment 
determinations for publicly financed 
Presidential candidates. See 11 CFR 
9007.2 and 9038.2. This proposed section 
would now include the bases for 
Commission repayment determinations, 
currently found in 11 CFR 9008.10, and 
an expanded version of the repayment 
determination procedures currently 


found in 11 CFR 9008.11. These proposed 
changes would apply the same 
procedures and offer the same 
opportunities to convention committees 
as are provided for publicly financed 
candidates during the repayment 
process. In addition, proposed 
paragraph (b)(5}{ii) would specify the 
time period for making an interim 
repayment of unspent funds after the 
convention has ended. Finally, it should 
be noted that current 11 CFR 9008.11{e), 
regarding judicial review of Commission 
repayment determinations, has been 
deleted from the proposed rules. 
Although several judicial review 
provisions are found in the 
Commission’s enabling statutes, the 
Commission no longer includes 
references to those provisions in its 
regulations as any issues arising from a 
request for such review are issues for 
resolution by the courts. 

Four proposed new sections have 
been added to part 9008, all of which 
follow similar provisions for publicly 
financed Presidential candidates. 
Proposed § 9008.13 would note the 
Commission’s authority to conduct other 
audits or investigations of a committee 
in an appropriate case. Proposed 
§ 9008.14 would permit convention 
committees to file a petition for 
rehearing after the Commission's final 
repayment determination and would 
also set forth the procedures for seeking 
a Commission stay of its repayment 
determination pending appeal. Proposed 
§ 9008.15 would govern committee 
requests for extensions of time under 
part 9008. Proposed § 9008.16 would 
provide procedures for handling state- 
dated committee checks. 


C. New Subpart B—Host Committees 
Representing a Convention City; 
Convention Expenditures by 
Government Agencies and Municipal 
Corporations 


This proposed subpart has been 
created to separate the rules governing 
host committees, government agencies 
and local municipalities from the 
regulations on publicly financed 
convention committees. 

Proposed § 9008.50 would move the 
relevant provisions of current 11 CFR 
9008.1(b) to this new subpart to describe 
the scope of these rules. 

Proposed § 9008.51 would contain the 
rules governing registration and 
reporting now found at 11 CFR 
9008.12(a). Proposed paragraph (b) has 
been revised in several respects. First, 
the requirement to file host committee 
reports would begin in the first quarter 
of the presidential election year, rather 
than with the post-convention report. It 
has been the Commission’s experience 


under the current system that the host 
committees’ post-convention reports 
often cover more than a year of 
convention-related activity. Earlier 
disclosure and shorter coverage periods 
would make filing easier for committees 
and would provide more timely 
information regarding the convention 
process. Second, the deadline for filing 
quarterly reports has been changed to 
correspond to the filing deadline for 
quarterly reports filed under title 2. The 
time for filing the first quarterly report 
after the convention has also been 
clarified to specify coverage of the 
calendar quarter following the period 
covered by the post-convention report. 
Finally, host committees would be 
required to itemize their receipts and 
disbursements to the extent required by 
11 CFR part 104. 

The Commission also welcomes 
comments regarding an additional 
question raised by proposed 
§ 9008.51(c). This section implement 2 
U.S.C. 437(1}, which requires reporting 
by committees or organizations 
representing “a State or political 
subdivision thereof, or any group of 
persons, in dealing with officials of a 
national political party” on matters 
relating to a national nominating 
convention to be held in the State or 
political subdivision. This language can 
be read to require reporting by an entity 
established by a state or local 
government, other than a host 
committee, to receive funds and make 
disbursements for convention in that 
locality, although currently these entities 
do not register and report. 

The Commission is considering the 
adoption of some disclosure 
requirements for municipal corporations 
and other government agencies 
providing services and facilities to a 
national nominating convention. 
Expenditures by these entities are 
largely the same are those pemitted by 
the regulations for host committees. See, 
e.g., proposed § 9068.53. In addition, 
AOs 1982-27 and 1983-29 now permit 
the acceptance of private donations by 
these entities to defray convention 
expenses. See discussion of proposed 
§ 9008.53(a)(2). For these reasons, the 
Commission believes that reporting by 
these entities will serve an important 
disclosure function. 

Proposed § 9008.51(c} would require 
municipal corporations and government 
agencies to file two statements with the 
Commission broadly describing their 
convention-related activity. Within 10 
days after the city is selected as the 
convention site, the municipality or 
other agency would be required to file a 
letter listing the kinds of facilities and 
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services it intends to provide to the 
convention, estimating the cost of 
providing such facilities and services, 
and stating whether it will use general 
revenues or funds donated to a separate 
account to pay for these activities. After 
the convention, the municipality would 
submit a second letter reporting the 
actual totals spent for each category of 
activities provided on behalf of the 
convention. The Commission welcomes 
comment on the proposed inclusion of 
this provision to implement 2 U.S.C. 437. 

The provisions governing host 
committee activity, currently set forth in 
11 CFR 9008.7(d), would be removed 
from the discussion of convention 
committee expenditure limits and - 
treated separately in two proposed 
sections of subpart B. Receipts and 
disbursements by the host committee for 
promoting the convention city would be 
addressed proposed § 9008.52. Proposed 
§ 9008.53 would combine the rules on 
receipts and disbursements for 
convention expenses by both host 
committees and local municipal 
corporations and government agencies. 
Since the scope of permissible 
convention expenses is the same for 
these groups, the Commission is 
proposing to treat them together to 
avoid the need for cross-referencing. 

The Commission also seeks comment 
on the proposed inclusion of new 
§ 9008.53(a)(2), which would codify the 
conclusions reached in Advisory 
Opinions 1982-27 and 1983-29. Under 
these advisory opinions, convention 
cities were permitted to establish a 
municipal fund to receive donations and 
make disbursements in connection with 
a nominating convention, provided 
certain conditions were met. First, the 
fund must have been created to attract 
conventions and other events to the 
locality on a broad scale, and cannot be 
established for the sole purpose of 
providing services and facilities to the 
nominating convention. Second, the 
creation of such a fund must be 
necessitated by a prohibition under 
local law against the use of general tax 
revenue for these purposes. And finally, 
donations to the fund must be 
unrestricted and mnay not be 
designated for any particualr use, 
including the nominating convention. 

In addition, a few changes have been 
made in the proposed rules at paragraph 
9008.53(b). First, the Commission wishes 
to make clear that banks do not qualify 
as local retail businesses under this — 
section. Second, while local municipal 
corporations and government agencies 
may donate funds to host committees for 
convention expenses, the Commission is 
proposing to limit the requirement that 


the amount of the donation be 
proportionate to the donor’s commercial 
return to contributions by local 
businesses. As municipal corporations 
and government agencies may defray 
these expenses on their own, without 
limit, the Commission believes it is 
unnecessary to impose a limit on 
donations by these groups to host 
committees for the same purpose. In 
addition, it is difficult to determine what 
would be a proportionate return for 
these entities. 

Proposed § 9008.54 would set out the 
basic rule regarding Commission audits 
of host committees, which is now found 
at 11 CFR 9008.9. As the Commission is 
proposing with respect to convention 
committees, this section would also 
include a new sentence indicating the 
Commission's intention to follow the 
Same audit process that it used when 
auditing committees of publicly financed 
Presidential candidates. In the case of 
host committees, however, the 
Commission will not make any 
repayment calculations because host 
committees do not received public 
funds. 


List of Subjects 
11 CFR Part 107 


Political committees and parties, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 


11 CFR Part 9008 


Campaign funds, Political committees 
and parties, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 


Certification of No Effect Pursuant to 5 


U.S.C. 605(b) (Regulatory re 
Act) 


These proposed rules will not, if 
promulgated, have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The basis for 
this certification is that few, if any, 
small entities are affected by the 
proposed rules. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, it is proposed to amend 
subchapters A and E, chapter I of title, 
11 of the Code of Federal Regulations as 
follows: 

1. Part 107 would be revised as 
follows: 


PART 107—PRESIDENTIAL 


'NOMINATING CONVENTION, 


REGISTRATION AND REPORTS 


Sec. 
107.1 Registration and reports by political 
parties. 
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Sec. 

107.2 Registration and reports by 
committees including host committees, 
organizations or other groups 
representing a State, city or other local 
government agency. 


Authority: 2 U.S.C. 437, 438(a)(8). 


§ 107.1 Registration and reports by political 
parties. 


Each convention committee 
established under 11 CFR 9008.3(a)(2) by 
a national committee of a political party 
and each committee or other 
organization, including a national 
committee, which represents a political 
party in making arrangements for that 
party’s convention held to nominate a 
presidential or vice presidential 
candidate shall register and report in 
accordance with 11 CFR 9008.3(b). 


§ 107.2 Registration and reports by 
committees including host committees, 
organizations or other groups representing 
a State, city or other local government 
agency. 

Each committee, including a host 
committee, other organization or group 
of persons, which represents a State, 
municipality, local government agency 
or other political subdivision in dealing 
with officials of a national political 
party with respect to matters involving a 
presidential nominating convention 
shall register and report in accordance 
with 11 CFR 9008.51. 


PART 114—CORPORATE AND LABOR 
ORGANIZATION ACTIVITY 


2. The authority citation for part 114 
would continue to read as follows: 


Authority: 2 U.S.C. 431(8)(B), 431(9)(B), 432, 
437d(a)(8), 438(a}(8), and 441b. 


3. Section 114.1 would be amended by 
revising paragraph {a)(2)(viii) as follows: 
§114.1 Definitions. 

(a) xk & 

(2) * *& 

(viii) Activity permitted under 11 CFR 


9008.9, 9008.52 and 9008.53 with respect 
to:a presidential nominating convention; 


* * * * * 


4. Part 9008 would.be revised as 
follows: 


PART 9008—FEDERAL FINANCING OF 
PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATING 
CONVENTIONS 


Subpart A—Expenditures by National 
Committees and Convention Committees 


Sec. 

9008.1 Scope. 

9008.2. Definitions. 

9008.3 Eligibility for payments; Registration 
and reporting. 
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Sec. 

9008.4 Entitlement to payments from the 
fund. 

9008.5 Adjustment of Entitlement. 

9008.6 Payment and certification 
procedures. 

9008:7 Use of funds. 

9008.8 Limitation of expenditures. 

9008.9 Receipt of in-kind donations from 
businesses. 

9008.10 Documentation of disbursements. 

9008.11 Examination and audits. 

9008.12 Repayments. 

9008.13 Additional audits. 

9008.14 Petitions for rehearing: stays of 
repayment determinations. 

9008.15 Extensions of time. 

9008.16 Stale-dated committee checks. 


9008.51 Registration and reports. 

9008.52 Contributions to and expenditures 
by host committees to promote 
convention city. 

9008.53 Expenditures for convention 
facilities and services by government 
agencies, municipal corporations and 
host committees. 

9008.54 Examination and audit. 

Authority: 2 U.S.C. 437, 438(a)(8); 26 U.S.C. 

9008, 9009{b). 


Subpart A—Expenditures by National 
Committees and Convention 
Committees 


§9008.1 Scope. 


(a) This part interprets 2 U.S.C. 437 
and 26 U.S.C. 9008. Under 26 U.S.C. 
9008(b), the national committees of both 
major and minor parties are entitled to 
public funds to defray expenses incurred 
with respect to a Presidential 
Nominating convention. Under 26 U.S.C. 
9008(d), expenditures with regard to 
such a convention by a national 
committee receiving public funds are 
limited to $4,000,000, as adjusted by the 
Consumer Price Index. New parties are 
not entitled to receive any public funds 
to defray convention expenses. 

(b) Under 2 U.S.C. 437, each 
committee or organization which 
represents a national party in making 
arrangements for that party’s 
presidential nominating convention is 
required to file disclosure reports. This 
reporting obligation extends to all such 
committees or organizations, regardless 
of whether or not public funds were 
used or available to defray convention 
expenses. 


§ 9008.2 Definit‘ons. 


(a) Commission means. the Federal 
Election Commission, 999 E Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20463. 


(b} Fund means the Presidential 
Election Campaign Fund established by 
26 U.S.C. 9006(a}. 

(c) Major party means, with respect to 
any presidential election, a political 
party whose candidate for the office of 
President in the preceding presidential 
election received, as the candidate of 
such party, 25 percent or more of the 
total number of popular votes received 
by all candidates for such office. 

(d) Minor party means, with respect to 
any presidential election, a political 
party whose candidate for the office of 
President in the preceding presidential 
election received, as the candidate of 
such party, 5 percent or more, but less 
than 25 percent, of the total number of 
popular votes received by all candidates 
for such office. 

(e) National committee means the 
organization which, by virtue of the by- 
laws of the political party, is responsible 
for the day to day operation of the party 
at the national level. 

(f) New party means, with respect to 
any presidential election, a political 
party which is neither a major party nor 
a minor party. 

(g} Nominating convention means a 
convention, caucus or other meeting 
which is held by a political party at the 
national level and which chooses the 
presidental nominee of the party through 
selection by delegates to that 
convention or through other similar 
means. 

(h) Secretary means the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States. 


§$ 9008.3 Eligibility for payments; 
registration and reporting. 

. (a) Eligibility requirements. (1} To 
qualify for entitlement under 11 CFR 
9008.4 and 9008.5, the national 
committee of a major or minor political 
party shall establish a convention 
committee pursuant to paragraph (a)(2) 
of this section and shall file an 
application statement pursuant to 
paragraph (a)(3) of this section. The 
convention committee, in conjunction 
with the national committee, shall file 
an agreement to comply with the 
conditions set forth at paragraph (a)(4) 
of this section. 

(2) The national committee shall 
establish a convention committee which 
shall be responsible for conducting the 
day to day arrangements and operations 
of that party’s presidential nominating 
convention. The convention committee 
shall register with the Commission as a 


political committee pursuant to 11 CFR 


part 102. The convention committee 
shall receive all public funds to which 
the national committee is entitled under 
11 CFR $008.4 and 9008.5 and all private 
contributions made for the purpose of 
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defraying convention expenses. All 
expenditures on behalf of the national 
committee for convention expenses shall 
be made by the convention committee. 

(3) The national committee shall file 
with the Commission an application 
statement. Any changes in the 
information provided in the application 
statement must be reported to the 
Commission within 10 days following 
the change. The application statement 
shall include: 

(i) The name and address of the 
national committee; 

(ii) The name and address of the 
convention committee and of the 
officers of that committee; 

(iii) The name of the city where the 
convention is te be held and the 
approximate dates; 

(iv) The name, address, and position 
of the convention committee officers 
designated by the national committee to 
sign requests for payments; and 

(v} The name and address of the 
depository of the convention committee. 

(4} The convention committee shall, 
by letter to the Commission, agree to the 
conditions set forth in paragraphs (a){4) 
(i) through (viii) of this section. This 
agreement shall also be binding upon 
the national committee. 

(i) The convention committee shall 
agree to comply with the applicable 
expenditure limitation set forth at 11 
CFR 9008.8. 

(ii) The convention committee shall 
agree to file convention reports as 
required under 2 U.S.C. 437 and 11 CFR 
9008.3(b). 

(iii) The convention committee shalt 
agree to establish one or more accounts 
into which all public funds received 
under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5 must be 


‘ deposited and from which all 


expenditures for convention expenses 
must be made. Such account(s) shall 
contain only public funds except as 
provided in 11 CFR 9008.6{a)(3). 

(iv) The convention committee shall 
agree to keep and furnish to the 
Commission all documentation of 
convention disbursements made by the 
committee as required under 11 CFR 
9008.10. The convention committee has 
the burden of proving that 
disbursements by the convention 
committee were for purposes of 
defraying convention expenses as set 
forth at 11 CFR 9008.7(a)(4). 

(v) The convention committee shall 
agree to furnish to the Commission any 
books, records, including bank records 
for all accounts, and a copy of any 
contract which the national committee 
enters into with a host committee or 
convention city, as well as other 
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information that the Commission may 
request. 

(vi) The convention committee shall 
agree to permit an audit and 
examination pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 
9008(g) and 11 CFR 9008.11 of all 
convention expenses; to facilitate such 
audit by making available office space, 
records, and such personnel as is 
necessary to the conduct of the audit 
and examination; and to pay any 
amounts required to be paid under 26 
U.S.C. 9008(h) and 11 CFR 9008.12. 

(vii) The convention committee shall 
agree to comply with the applicable __ 
requirements of 2 U.S.C. 431 et seg., 26 
U.S.C. 9008, and the Commission's 
regulations at 11 CFR parts 100 through 
115 and 9008. 

(viii) The convention committee shall 
pay any civil penalties included in a 
conciliation agreement or imposed 
under 2 U.S.C. 437g. 

(5) The application statement and 
agreement may be filed at any time after 
June 1 of the calendar year preceding 
the year in which a Presidential 
nominating convention of the political 
party is held, but no later than the first 
day of the convention. 

(b) Registration and reports by 
political parties—{1} Registration. (i) 
Each convention committee established 
by a national committee under 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section shall 
register with the Commission on FEC 
Form 1 as a political committee pursuant 
to 11 CFR part 102 and shall file reports 
with the Commission as required at 
paragraph (b)(2) of this section. Each 
report filed by the committee shall 
contain the information required by 11 
CFR part 104. 

(ii) A State party committee or a 
subordinate committee of a State party 
committee which only assists delegates 
and alternates to the convention from 
that State with travel expenses and 
arrangements, or which sponsors 
caucuses, receptions, and similar 
activities at the convention site, need 
not register or report under this section. 

(2) Quarterly and post convention 
reports; content and time of filing. Each 
committee required to register under 
paragraph (b)(1) of this section shall file 
reports as follows: 

(i) The first quarterly report shall be 
filed on FEC Form 4 no later than 15 
days following the close of the calendar 
quarter in which the committee either 
receives payment under 11 CFR 9008.6 
or receives contributions or makes 
expenditures to defray convention 
expenses. The committee shall continue 
to file reports on a quarterly basis no 
later than the 15th day following the 
close of each calendar quarter, except 
that the report for the final calendar 


quarter of the year shall be filed on 
January 31 of the following calendar 
year. Reports shall be complete as the 
last day of the preceding calendar 
quarter and shall be filed until the 
committee ceases activity in connection 
with the party's presidential nominating 
convention under paragraph (c) of this 
section. ‘ 

(ii) Any quarterly report due within 20 
days before or after the convention shall 
be suspended and the committee shall in 
lieu of such quarterly report file a post 
convention report. The post convention 
report shall be filed on the earlier of: 60 
days following the last day the 
convention is officially in session; or 20 
days prior to the presidential general 
election. The post convention report 
shall be complete as of 15 days prior to 
the date on which the report must be 
filed. 

(c) Cessation of activity. A convention 
committee which has received payments 
under 11 CFR 9008.6 shall cease activity 
no later than 24 months after the 
convention, unless the committee has 
been granted an extension of time. The 
Commission may grant any extension of 
time it deems appropriate upon request 
of the committee at least 30 days prior to 
the close of the 24 month period. 


§ 9008.4 Entitlement to payments from the 
fund. 


(a) Major parties. Subject to the 
provisions of this part, the national 
committee of a major party shall be 
entitled to receive payments under 11 
CFR 9008.6 with respect to any 
presidential nominating convention, in 
amounts which, in the aggregate, shall 
not exceed $4 million, as adjusted by the 
Consumer Price Index under 11 CFR 
9008.5(a). 

(b) Minor parties. Subject to the 
provisions of this part, the national 
committee of a minor party shall be 
entitled to payments under 11 CFR 
9008.6 with respect to any presidential 
nominating convention in amounts 
which, in the aggregate, shall not exceed 
an amount which bears the same ratio 
to the amount which the national 
committee of a major party is entitled to 
receive under 11 CFR 9008.5 as the 
number of popular votes received in the 
preceding presidential election by that 
minor party's presidential candidate 
bears to the average number of popular 
votes received in the preceding 
presidential election by all of the major 
party presidential candidates. 

(c) Limitation on payments. Payments 
to the national committee of a major 
party or a minor party under 11 CFR 
9008.6 from the account designated for 
such committee shall be limited to the 
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amounts in such account at the time of 
payment. 


§ 9008.5 Adjustment of entitiement. 


(a) The entitlements established by 11 
CFR 9008.4 shall be adjusted on the 
basis of the Consumer Price Index 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
441a{c). 

(b) The entitlements established by 11 
CFR 9008.4 shall be decreased by the 
amount of income generated by the 
investment of public funds under 11 CFR 
9008.7(a)(5), less any tax paid on such 
income. 

(c) The entitlements established by 11 
CFR 9008.4 shall be adjusted so as not to 
exceed the difference between the 
expenditure limitations of 11 CFR 
9008.8{a) and the amount of private 
contributions received under 11 CFR 
9008.6(a) by the national committee of a 
political party. In calculating these 
adjustments, amounts expended by 
Government agencies and municipal 
corporations in accordance with 11 CFR 
9008.53; in kind donations by businesses 
to the national committee or convention 
committee in accordance with 11 CFR 
9008.9; expenditures by host committees 
in accordance with 11 CFR 9008.52 and 
9008.53; expenditures to participate in or 
attend the convention under 11 CFR 
9008.8(b)(2); and legal and accounting 
services rendered in accordance with 11 
CFR 9008.8(b)(4) will not be considered 
private contributions or expenditures 
counting against the limitation. 


§ 9008.6 Payment and certification 
procedures. 

(a) Optional payments; private 
contributions. (1) The national 
committee of a major or minor party 
may elect to receive all, part, or none of 
the amounts to which it is entitled under 
11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5. 

(2) If a national committee of a major 
or minor party elects to receive part or 
none of the amounts to which it is 
entitled under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5, 
or if the Secretary determines there is a 
deficiency in the Fund under 26 U.S.C. 
9008(b)(4), the national committee may 
receive and use private contributions, so 
long as the sum of the contributions 
which are used to defray convention 
expenses and the amount of 
entitlements elected to be received does 
not exceed the total expenditure 
limitation under 11 CFR 9008.8. 

(3) All private contributions received 
by the national committee to defray 
convention expenses shall be subject to 
all reporting requirements, limitations 
and prohibitions of title 2, United States 
Code. The convention committee may 
establish a separate account for private 
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contributions or may deposit such 
contributions with payments received 
from the Fund pursuant to paragraph (d) 
of this section. The account(s) shall be 
maintained at a State bank, federally 
chartered depository institution or other 
depository institution, the deposits or 
accounts of which are insured by the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
or the Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corporation. 

‘(b) Increase in certified amount. If the 
application statement is filed before it is 
possible to determine the cost of living 
increase for the year preceding the 
convention, that amount determined by 
the increase shall be paid to the national 
committee promptly after the increase 
has been determined. 

(c) Availability of payments. The 
national committee of a major or minor 
party may receive payments under this 
section beginning on July 1.of the 
calendar year immediately preceding 
the calendar year in which a 
Presidential nominating convention of 
the political party involved is held. 

(d) Certification of payment. After a 
national committee has properly 
submitted its application statement and 
aggreement as required under 11 CFR 
9008.3(a) (3) and (4), and upon receipt of 
a written request, payment of the 
committee’s entitlement shall be 
certified by the Commission to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


§$008.7 Use of funds. 

{a) Permissible uses. Any payment 
made under 11 CFR 9008.6 shall be used 
only for the following purposes: 

(1) Such payment may be used to 
defray convention expenses (including 
the payment of deposits) incurred by or 
on behalf of the national committee 
receiving such payments; or 

(2) Such payment may be used to 
repay the principal and interest, at a 
commercially reasonable rate, on loans 
the proceeds of which were used to 
defray convention expenses; or 

(3) Such payment may be used to 
restore funds (including advances from 
the national committee to the 
convention committee), other than 
- contributions to the committee for the 
purpose of defraying convention 
expenses, where such funds were used 
to defray convention expenses. 

(4) “Convention expenses” include all 
expenses incurred by or on behalf of a 
political party’s national committee or . 
convention committee with respect to 
and for the purpose of conducting a 
presidential nominating convention or 
convention-related activities. Such 
expenses include, but are not limited to: 

(i) Expenses for preparing, 
maintaining, and dismantling the 


physical site of the convention, 
including rental of the hall, platforms 
and seating, decorations, telephones, 
security, convention hall utilities, and 
other related costs; eo 

(ii) Salaries and expenses of 
convention committee employees, 
volunteers and similar personnel, whose 
responsibilities involve planning, 
management or otherwise conducting 
the convention; 

(iii) Salary or portion of the salary of 
any national committee*employee for 
any period of time during which, as a 
major responsibility, that employee 
performs services related to the 
convention; 

(iv) Expenses or national committee 
employees, volunteers or other similar 
personnel if those expenses were 
incurred in the performance of services 
for the convention in addition to the 
services normally rendered to the 
national committee by such personnel; 

(v) Expenses for conducting meetings 
of or related to committees dealing with 
the conduct and operation of the 
convention, such as rules, credentials, 
platform, site, contests, call, 
arrangements and permanent 
organization committees, including 
printing materials and rental costs for 
meeting space. 

(vi) Expenses incurred in securing 4 
convention city and facility; 

(vii) Expenses incurred in providing a 
transportation system in the convention 
city for use by delegates and other 
persons attending or otherwise: 
connected with the convention; 

(viii) Expenses for entertainment 
activities which are part of the official 
convention activity sponsored by the 
national committee, including but not 
limited to dinners, concerts, and 
receptions; except that expenses for the 
following activities are excluded: 

(A) Entertainment activities 
sponsored by or on behalf of candidates 
for nomination to the office of President 
or Vice President, or State delegations; 

(B) Entertainment activities sponsored 
by the national committee if the purpose 
of the activity is primarily for national 
committee business, such as fundraising 
events, or selection of new national 
committee officers; 

(C) Entertainment activities sponsored 
by persons other than the national 
committee; and 
’ (D) Entertainment activities 
prohibited by law; 

. (ix) Expenses for printing convention 
programs, a journal of proceedings, 
agendas, tickets, badges, passes, and 
other similar publications; 

(x) Administrative and office 
expenses for conducting the convention, 
including stationery, office supplies, 
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office machines, and telephone charges; 
but excluded from these expenses are 
the cost of any services supplied by the 
national committee at its headquarters 
or principal office if such services are 
incidental to the convention and not 
utilized primarily for the convention; 
and 

(xi) Payment of the principal and 
interest, at a commercially reasonable 
rate, on loans the proceeds of which 
were used to defray convention 
expenses. 

(5) Any investment of public funds or 
any other use of public funds to generate 
income is permissible only if the income 
so generated is used to defray 
convention expenses. Such income, less 
any tax paid on it, will be applied -. 
against the national committee’s 
payments under 11 CFR 9008.6, or where 
appropriate, the Commission may 
determine that a repayment is required 
on the basis of such income, 

(b) Prohibited uses. (1) No part of any 
payment made under 11 CFR 9008.6 
shall be used to defray the expenses of 
any candidate, delegate or alternate 
delegate who is participating in any 
presidential nominating convention 
except that the expenses of a person 
participating in the convention as 
official personnel of the national party 
may be defrayed with public funds even 
though that person is simultaneously 
participating as a delegate or candidate 
to the convention. This Part shall not 
prohibit candidates, delegates or 
alternate delegates who are 
participating in a presidential 
nominating convention from attending 
official party convention activities 
including but not limited to dinners, 
concerts and receptions, where such 
activities are paid for with public funds. 

(2) Public funds shall not be used to 
defray any expense the incurring or 
payment of which violates any law of 
the United States or any law of the State 
in which such expense is incurred or 
paid, or any regulation prescribed under 
Federal or State laws. 

(3) Public funds shall not be used to 
pay civil or criminal penalties required 
or agreed to be paid pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 
437g. Any amounts received or 
expended by the national committee or 
convention committee of a political 
party to pay such penalties shall not be 
considered contributions or 
expenditures, except that such amounts 
shall be reported in accordance with 11 
CFR part 104 and shall be subject to the 
prohibitions of 11 CFR 110.4 and parents 
114 and 115. 
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§9008.8 Limitation of expenditures. 


(a) National party limitations.—{1) 
Major parties. Except as provided by 
paragraph (a)(3) of this section, the 
nati committee of a major party 
may not incur convention expenses with 
respect to a Presidential nominating 
convention which, in the aggregate, 
exceed the amount to which such 
committee is entitled under 11 CFR 
9008.4 and 9008.5 

(2) Minor parties. Except as provided 
by paragraph (a)(3) of this section, the 
national committee of a minor party 
may not incur convention expenses with 
respect to a Presidential nominating 
convention which, in the aggregate, 
exceed the amount to which the national 
committee of a major party is entitled 
under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5. 

(3) Authorization to exceed limitation. 
The Commission may authorize the 
national committee of a major party or 
minor party to make oe for 
convention expenses, 
expenditures exceed the limitation 
established by paragraphs (a)(1) or 2) of 
this section. This authorization shall be 
based upon a determination by the ° 
Commission that, due to extraordinary 
and unforeseen circumstances, the 
expenditures are necessary to assure the 
effective operation of the Presidential 
nominating convention by the 
committee. Examples of “extraordinary 
and unforeseen circumstances” include, 
but are not limited to, a natural disaster 
or a catastrophic occurrence at the 
convention site. In no case, however, 
will such authorization entitle a national 
committee to receive public funds 
greater than the entitlement specified 
under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5. All 
private contributions received to defray 
expenditures under this paragraph shall 
be subject to all reporting requirements, 
limitations (except for limitations 
imposed by paragraphs (a)(1) and (2) of 
this section) and prohibitions of the Act 
{as defined at 2 U.S.C. 431(19)). 

(b) Experditures not subject to 
limit-—{1} Host committee expenditures. 
Funds used by the host committee shall 
not be considered expenditures and 
shall not count against the expenditure 
limitations of this section provided the 
funds are spent in accordance with 11 
CFR 9008.52 and 9008.53. 

(2) Expenditures by government 
agencies and municipal corporations. 
Funds spent by government agencies 
and municipal corporation shall not be 
considered expenditures and shall not 
count against the expenditure 
limitations of this section if the funds 
are used in accordance with the 
requirements of 11 CFR 9008.53. 


(3) Expenditures to participate:in or 
attend convention. Expenditures made 
by presidential candidates from 
campaign accounts, by delegates, or by 
any other individual from his or her 
personal funds for the purpese of 
attending or participating in the 
convention or convention related 
activities, or by State. or local 
committees of a political party on behalf 
of such delegates or individuals shall 
not be considered expenditures made by 
or on behalf of the national party, and 
shall therefore not be subject to the 
overall expenditure limitations of this 
section. 

(4} Legal and accounting services. (i) 
The payment of compensation to an 
individual by his or her regular 
employer for legal and accounting 
services rendered to or on behalf of the 
national committee shall not be 
considered an expenditure and shall not 
count against the expenditure 
limitations of this section. 

(ii) The payment by the national 
committee of compensation to any 
individual for legal and accounting 
services rendered to or on behalf of the 
national committee shall be considered 
an expenditure and shall count against 
the expenditure limitations of this 
section. 


§9008.9 Receipt of in-kind donations from 
businesses. 

(a) Discounts by retail businesses; 
items provided for promotional 
consideration—{1) Reduction or 
discounts. {i) Retail businesses may sell, 
lease or rent their products, materials, 
services or space to the national 
committee with respect to a presidential 
nominating convention at reduced or 
discounted rates: Provided, That such 
reductions or discounts are in the 
ordinary course of business. For 
purposes of this section, a bank shall not 
be considered a retail business. 

{ii) A reduction or discount shall be 
considered in the ordinary course of 
business if: 

(A) the contract between the 
convention committee and the vendor 
states that the discount or reduction is 
in the ordinary course of the vendor's 
business; and 

(B) The vendor has provided 
documentation showing that it has an 
established practice of providing similar 
reductions or discounts on the same 
scale to non-political clients, that the 
value of the goods or services provided 
does not exceed the commercial benefit 
to the vendor, and that the benefit to the 
vendor is promotional and commercial 
and not political. 

(2) items provided for promotional 
consideration. Business (excluding 
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banks) may provide their products or 
services to the national committee for 
use in connection with the presidential 
nominating convention at no charge, 
provided that the provision of products 
or services under this paragraph is in the 
ordinary course of business. The 
provision of products or services shall 
be considered in the ordinary course of 
business if the business has provided 
documentation showing that it has an 
established practice of providing its 
products or services on the same scale 
and on similar terms, such as in return 
for “official provider” status or other 
promotional consideration, to non- 
political clients; that the value of the 
products or services does not exceed the 
commercial benefit to the business; and 
that the benefit to the business is 
promotional and commercial and not 
political. In addition, the contract 
between the business and the 
convention committee shall state that 
the provision of products or services is 
in the ordinary course of business for 
the business involved. 

(3) Discounts or reductions, or items 
provided for promotional consideration, 
in accordance with paragraphs {a)(1) 
and (2) of this section will not count 
toward the national party expenditure 
limitation under 11 CFR 9008.8{a). 

(b) Samples and promotional 
material. (1) Local businesses may sell, 
at nominal cost, or provide at no charge, 
any of their products or services in the 
form of samples, discount coupons, 
promotional items, such as maps, pens, 
or pencils, with the business’ name 
imprinted on the item, to those attending 
the convention functions. Such samples, 
coupons and promotional items shall be: 
Of nominal value; provided solely for 
bona fide advertising or promotional! 
purposes;.and provided in the ordinary 
course of business. 

(2) The samples and promotional 
material may be distributed by or with 
the help of persons employed by the 
business, or employed by or 
volunteering for the national party or a 
citizen host committee. 

(3) For purposes of this section, a local 
bank shall be considered a local 
business. 

(4) For purposes of this section, any 
business within the Metropolitan Area 
(MA) of the convention city shall be 
considered a local business. There shal! 
be a rebuttable presumption that any 
business located outside the MA is not a 


‘local business. This presumption may be 


rebutted by a showing that the volume 
of business in an area outside the MA 
would be directly affected by the 
presence of the convention. 
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(5) The value of the benefits provided 
under this section will not count toward 
the national party's expenditure 
limitation under 11 CFR 9008.8(a). 


§ $008.10 Documentation of 
disbursements. 


The convention committee must 
include as part of the evidence of 
convention expenses the following 
documentation: 

(a) For disbursements in excess of 
$200 to a payee, either: 

(1) A receipted bill from the payee 
that states the purpose of the 
disbursement; or 

(2) If such a receipted bill is not 
available, the following documents: 

(i) A cancelled check negotiated by 
the payee; plus 

(ii) One of the following documents 
generated by the payee—a bill, invoice, 
voucher or contemporaneous 
memorandum that states the purpose of 
the disbursement; 

(iii) Where the documents specified at 
paragraph (a)(2){ii) of this section are 
not available, a voucher or 
contemporaneous memorandum from 
the committee that states the purpose of 
the disbursement; 

(3) If neither a receipted bill nor the 
supporting documentation specified in 
paragraph (a)(2)(ii) or (iii) of this section 
is available, a cancelled check 
negotiated by the payee that states the 
purpose of the disbursement. 

(4) Where the supporting 
documentation required above is not 
available, the committee may present a 
cancelled check and collateral evidence 
to document the convention expense. 
Such collateral evidence may include 
but is not limited to: 

(i) Evidence demonstrating that the 
disbursement is part of an identifiable 
program or project.which is otherwise 
sufficiently. documented, such as a 
disbursement which is one of a number 
of documented disbursements relating to 
the operation of a committee office; 

(ii} Evidence that the disbursement is 
covered by a preestablished written 
committee policy, such as a per diem 
policy. 

(b) For all other disbursements: 

(1) If from the petty cash fund, a 
record that states full name and mailing 
address of the payee and the amount, 
date and purpose of the disbursement; 
or 


(2) A cancelled check which has been 


negotiated by the payee and states the 
identification of the payee, and the 
amount and date of the disbursement. 

(c) For purposes of this section, 
“payee” means the person who provides 
the goods or services to the committee 
in return for the disbursement, except 


that an individual will be considered a 
payee under this section if he or she 
receives $2,000 or less advanced for 
travel and/or subsistence and if he or 
she is the recipient of the goods or 
services purchased. 

(d) For purposes of this section, the 
term “purpose” means the full name and 
mailing address of the payee, the date 
and amount of the disbursement, and a 
brief description of the goods or services 
purchased. 

(e) Upon the request of the 
Commission.the convention committee 
shall supply an explanation of the 
connection between the disbursement 
and the convention. 

(f) The committee shall retain records 
with respect to each disbursement and 
receipt, including bank records, 
vouchers, worksheets, receipts, bills and 
accounts, journals, ledgers, fundraising 
solicitation material, accounting systems 
documentation, and any related material 
documenting campaign receipts and 
disbursements, for a period of three 
years pursuant to 11 CFR 102.9(c), and 
shall present these records to the 
Commission on request. 

(g) List of capital assets. (1) The 
committee shall maintain a list of all 
capital assets whose purchase price 
exceeded $2,000 when acquired by the 
committee. The list shall include a brief 
description of each capital asset, the 
purchase price, the date it was acquired, 
the method of disposition and the 
amount received in disposition: 

(2) For purposes of this section, the 
term “capital asset” means any property 
used in the operation of the convention 
whose purchase price exceeded $2,000 
when acquired by the convention 
committee. Property that must be valued 
as capital assets under this section 
includes, but is not limited to, office 
equipment, furniture, vehicles and 
fixtures acquired for use in the operation 
of the convention. The fair market value 
of capital assets may be considered to 
be the total original cost of such items 
when acquired less 40%, to account for 
depreciation. If the committee wishes to 
claim a higher depreciation percentage 
for an item, it must list that capital asset 
separately and demonstrate, through 


"documentation, the fair market value of 


each such asset. 

(h) Production of computer 
information—(1) Categories of 
computerized information to be 
provided. If the convention committee 
maintains or uses computerized 
information containing any of the 
categories of data listed in paragraphs 
(h)(1){i) through (h)(1){iv) of this section, 
the committee shall provide 
computerized magnetic media, such as 
magnetic tapes or magnetic diskettes, 


containing the computerized information 
at the times specified in paragraph (h)(2) 
of this section: 

(i) information required by law to be 
maintained regarding the committee's 
receipts or disbursements; 

(ii) Records used to reconcile bank 
statements; 

{iii} Records relating to the 
acquisition, use and disposition of 
capital assets; and 

(iv) Any other information that may 
be used during the Commission's audit 
to review the committee’s receipts, 
disbursements, loans, debts, obligations, 
or bank reconciliations. 

(2) Time for production. If the 
committee maintains or uses 
computerized information containing 
any of the data listed in paragraph (h)(1) 
of this section, the Commission 
generally will request such information 
prior to commencement of audit 
fieldwork. Such request will be made in 
writing. The committee shall produce 
the computerized information no later 
than 15 calendar days after service of 
such request. During or after audit 
fieldwork, the Commission may request 
additional or updated computerized 
information which expands the coverage 
dates of computerized information 
previously provided. During or after 
audit fieldwork, the Commission may 
also request additional computerized 
information which was created by or 
becomes available to the committee that 
is of assistance in the Commission's 
audit. The committee shall produce the 
additional or updated computerized 
information no later than 15 calendar 
days after service of the Commission's 
request. 

(3) Organization of computerized 
information and technical 
specifications. The computerized 
magnetic media shall be prepared and 
delivered at the committee’s expense 
and shall conform to the technical 
specifications, including file 
requirements, described in the Federal 
Election Commission’s Computerized 
Magnetic Media Requirements for title 
26 Candidates/Committees Receiving 
Federal Funding. The data contained in 
the computerized magnetic media 
provided to the Commission shall be 
organized in the order specified by the 
Computerized Magnetic Media 
Requirements. 

(4) Additional materials and 
assistance. Upon request, the committee 
shall produce documentation explaining 
the computer system’s software 
capabilities, such as user guides, 
technical manuals, formats, layouts and 
other materials for processing and 
analyzing the information requested. 
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Upon request, the committee shall also 
make available such personnel as are 
necessary to explain the operation of the 
computer system's software and the 
computerized information prepared or 
maintained by the committee. 


§ 9008.11 Examination and audits. 


The Commission shall conduct ‘an 
examination and audit of the convention 
committee no later than December 31 of 
the calendar year of the convention and 
may at any time conduct other 
examination and audits as it deems 
necessary. The Commission will follow 
the same audit procedures, and will 
afford the committee the same right to 
respond, as are provided for audits of 
publicly funded candidates painie 11 
CFR 9007.1 and 9038.1. 


§ 9008.12 Repayments. 

(a) General. (1) A national committee 
that has received payments from the 
Fund under 11 CFR part 9008 shall pay 
the United States Treasury any amounts 
which the Commission determines to be 
repayable under this section. In making 
repayment determinations under this 
section, the Commission may utilize 
information obtained from audits and 
examinations conducted pursuant to 11 
CFR 9008.11 or otherwise obtained by 
the Commission in carrying out its 
responsibilities under this subchapter. 

(2) The Commission will notify the 
committee of any repayment 
determinations made under this section 
as soon as possible, but not later than 3 
years after the last day of the 
Presidential nominating convention. 

{3} Once the committee receives 
notice of the Commission's final 
repayment determination under this 
section, the committee should give 
preference to the repayment over all 
other outstanding obligations of the 
committee, except for any federal taxes 
owed by the committee. 

(b) Bases for repayment. The 
Commission may determine that the 
national committee of a political party 
who has received payments from the 
Fund must repay the United States 
Treasury under any of the 
circumstances described below. 

(1) Excess payments. If the 
Commission determines that any portion 
of the payments to the national 
committee or convention committee 
under 11 CFR 9008.6(b) was in excess of 
the aggregate payments to which the 
national committee was entitled under 
11 CFR 9006.4 and 9008.5, it shall so 
notify the national committee, and the 
national committee shall pay to the 
Secretary an amount equal to such 
portion. 


(2) Excessive expenditures. If the 
Commission determines that the 
national committee or convention 
committee incurred convention 
expenses in excess of the limitations 
under 11 CFR 9008.8(a),'it shall notify 
the national committee of the amount of 
such excessive expenditures, and the 
national committee shall pay fo the 
Secretary an amount equal to the 
amount specified. 

(3) Excessive contributions. ¥ the 
Commission determines that the 
nationel committee accepted 
contributions to defray convention 
expenses which, when added to the 
amount of payments received, exceeds 
the expenditufe limitation of such party, 
it shall notify the national committee of 
the amount of the contributions so 
accepted, and the national committee 
shall pay to the Secretary an amount 
equal to the amount specified. 

(4) Improper usage-or documentation. 
If the Commission determines that any 
amount of any payment to the national 
committee or convention committee 
under 11 GFR 9008.6(b) was used for any 
purposes other than the purposes 
authorized at 11 CFR 9008.7 or was not 
documented in accordance with 11 CFR 
9008.10, it shall notify the national 
committee of the amount improperly 
used or documented and the national 
committee shall pay to the Secretary an 
amount equal to the amount specified. 

(5) Unspent funds. (i) If any portion of 
the payment under 11 CFR 9008.4 
remains unspent after all convention 
expenses have been paid, that portion 
shall be returned to the Secretary of the 
Treasury 

(ii) The national committee or 
convention committee shall make an 
interim repayment of unspent funds 
based on the financial position of the 
committee as of the end of the sixth 
month following the last day of the 
convention, allowing for a reasonable 
amount as determined by the 
Commission to be withheld for 
unanticipated contingencies, This 
repayment shall be made no later than 
30 calendar days after the date set for 
determining the committee's financial 
position under this section. If, after 
written request by the national 
committee or convention committee, the 
Commission determines, upon review of 
evidence presented by either committee, 
that amounts previously refunded are 
needed to defray convention expenses, 
the Commission shall certify such 
amount for payment. 

(iii) All unspent funds shall be repaid 
to the U.S. Treasury no later than 24 
months after the last day of the 
convention, unless the national 
committee has been grarited an 


extension of time. The Commission may 
grant any extension of time it deems 
appropriate upon request of the national 
committee. 

(c) Repayment determination 
procedures. The Commission.repayment 
determination will be made in 
accordance with the procedures set 
forth in paragraphs (c)(1) through (c)(4) 
of this section. 

(1) Initial determination. The 
Commission will provide the committee 
with a written notice of its initial 
repayment determination(s). This notice 
will be included in the Commission's 
publicly released audit report pursuant 
to 11 CFR 9008.11 and will set forth the 
legal and factual reasons for such 
determination({s). Such notice will also 
advise the committee of the evidence 
upon which any such determination is 
based. If the committee does not dispute 
an initial repayment determination of 
the Commission within 30 calendar days 
after service of the notice, such initial 
determination will be considered a final 
determination of-the Commission. 

(2) Submission of written materials. if 
the committee disputes the 
Commission's initial repayment 
determination(s), it shall have an 
opportunity to submit in writing, within 
30 calendar days after service of the 
Commission's notice, legal and factual 
materials to demonstrate that no 
repayment, or a lesser repayment, is 
required. The Commission will consider 
any written legal and factual materials 
submitted by the committee within this 
30-day period in making its final 
repayment determination(s). Such 
materials may be submitted by counsel 
if the committee so desires. 

(3) Oral presentation. A committee 
that has submitted written materials 
under paragraph (c)}{2) of this section, 
may request that the Commission 
provide the committee with an 
opportunity to address the Commission 
in open session. If the Commission 
decides by an affirmative vote of four (4) 
of its members to grant the committee’s 
request, it will inform the committee of 
the date and time set for the oral 


presentation. At the date and time set 


by the Commission, the committee’s 
designated representative will be 
allotted an amount of time in which to 
make an oral presentation to the 
Commission based upon the legal and 
factual materials submitted under 
paragraph (c)(2). The committee 
representative will also have the 
opportunity to answer any questions 
from individual members of the 
Commission. 

(4) Final determination. In making its 
final repayment determination(s), the 
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Commission will consider any 
submission made under paragraph {c){2) 
of this section and any oral presentation 
made under paragraph (c)(3) of this 
section. A final determination that a 
committee must repay a certain amount 
will be accompanied by a written 
statement of reasons for the 
Commission's actions. This statement 
will explain the reasons underlying the 
Commission's determination and will 
summarize the results of any 
investigation upon which the 
determination is based. 

(d) Repayment period. (1) Within 90 
calendar days of service of the notice of 
the Commission's initial repayment 
determination({s), the committee shall 
repay to the United States Treasury 
amounts which the Commission has 
determined to be repayable. Upon 
application by the committee, the 
Commission may grant an extension of 
up to 90 calendar days in which to make 
repayment. 

(2) If the candidate submits written 
materials under paragraph (c)(2) of this 
section, disputing the Commission’s 
initial repayment determination(s), the 
time for repayment will be suspended 
until the Commission makes its final 
repayment determination(s). Within 30 
calendar days after service of the notice 
of the Commission's final repayment 
determination{s), the committee shall 
repay to the United States Treasury 
amounts which the Commission has 
determined to be repayable. Upon 
application by the committee, the 
Commission may grant an extension of 
up to 90: calendar days in which to make 
repayment. 

(3) Computation of time. The time 
periods established by this section shall 
be computed in accordance with 11 CFR 
111.2. 

(e) Additional repayments. Nothing in 
this section will prevent the Commission 
from making additional repayment 
determinations on one or more of the 
bases set forth in paragraph (b) of this 
section after it has made a final 
determination on any such basis. The 
Commission may make additional 
repayment determinations where there 
exist facts not used as the basis for a 
previous final determination. Any such 
additional repayment determination will 
be made in accordance with the 
provisions of this section. 

(g) Newly-discovered assets. lf, after 
any initial or final repayment 
determination made under this section, 
a committee receives or becomes aware 
of assets not previously disclosed during 
the audit or repayment process the 
committee shall promptly notify the 
Commission of such newly-discovered 
assets. Newly-discovered assets may 


include refunds, rebates, later-arriving 
receivables, and actual receipts for 
capital assets in excess of the value 
specified during the:audit or repayment 
process, Newly discovered assets may 
serve as a basis for additional 
repayment determinations under 
paragraph (f) of this section: 

(h) Repayment limit. No repayment 
shall be required from the national 
committee or the convention committee 
under 11 CFR 9008.12, which, when 
added to other repayments required 
from that national committee under this 
section, exceeds the amount of 
payments received by the national 
committee under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 
9008.5. 


§ 9008.13 Additional audits. 

In accordance with 11 CFR 104.16{c), 
the Commission, pursuant to 11 CFR 
111.10, may upon affirmative vote of four 
members conduct an audit and field 
investigation of any committee in any 
case in which the Commission finds 
reason to believe that a violation of a 
statute or regulation over which the 
Commission has jurisdiction has 
occurred or is about to occur. 


§ 9008.14 Petitions for refiearing: stays of 
repayment determinations. 

(a) Petitions for rehearing. (1) 
Following the Commission’s final 
repayment determination, the committee 
may file a petition for rehearing setting 
forth the relief desired and the legal and 
factual basis in support. To be 
considered by the Commission, petitions 
for rehearing must: 

(i) Be filed within 30 calendar days 
following service of the Commission's 
final determination; 

(ii) Raise new questions of law or fact 
that would materially alter the 
Commission’s final determination; and 

(iti) Set forth clear and convincing 
grounds why such questions were not 
and could not have been presented 
during the earlier determination process. 

(2) If a committee files a timely 
petition under this section challenging a 
Commission final repayment 
determination, the time for repayment 
will be suspended until the Commission 
serves notice on the committee of its 
determination on the petition. The time 
periods for making repayment under 11 
CFR 9008.12(d){2} shall apply to any 
amounts determined to be repayable 
following the Commission's 
consideration of a petition for rehearing 
under this section. 

(b) Effect of failaure to raise issues. 
The committee's failure to raise an 
argument in a timely fashion during the 
initial determination process or in a 
petition for rehearing under this section, 
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as appropriate, shall be deemed a 
waiver of the committee's right to 
present such arguments in any future 
stage of proceedings including any’ - 
petition for review filed under 26 U.S.C. 
9011(a). An issue is not timely raised in 
a petition for rehearing if it could have 
been earlier in response to the 
Commission's initial determination. 

(c) Stay of repayment determination 
pending appeal. (1)(i) The committee 
may apply to the Commission for a stay 
of all or a portion of the amount 
determined to be repayable under this 
section or under 11 CFR 9008.12 pending 
the committee's appeal of that 
repayment determination pursuant to 26 
U.S.C. 9011{a), The repayment amount 
requested to be stayed shall not exceed 
the amount of issue on appeal. 

{ii) A request for a stay shall be made 
in writing and shall be filed within 30 
calendar days after service of the 
Commission's decision on a petition for 
rehearing under paragraph (a) or, if no 
petition for rehearing is filed, within 30 
calendar days after service of the 
Commission's final repayment 
determination under 11 CFR 
9008.12{c)(4). 

(2) The Commission’s approval ofa 
stay request will be conditioned upon 
the committee’s presentation of 
evidence in the stay request that it: 

(i) Has placed the entire amount at 
issue in a separate interest-bearing 
account pending the outcome of the 
appeal and that withdrawals from the 
account may only be made with the joint 
signatures of the committee’s designated 
agent and a Commission representative; 
or 

(ii) Has posted a surety bond 
guaranteeing payment of the entire 
amount at issue plus interest; or 

{iii} Has met the following criteria: 

(A) It will suffer irreparable injury in 
the absence of a stay; and, if so, that 

(B) It has made a strong showing of 
the likelihood of success on the merits of 
the judicial action. 

(C) Such relief is consistent with the 
public interest; and 

(D) No other party interested in the 
proceedings would be substantially 
harmed by the stay. 

(3) In determining whether the 
committee has made‘a strong showing of 
the likelihood of success on the merits 
under paragraph {c)(2)(iii){B} of this 
section, the Commission may consider 
whether the issue on appeal presents a 
novel or admittedly difficult legal 
question and whether the equities of the 
case suggest that the status quo should 
be maintained. 

(4) All stays shalt require the payment 
of interest on the amount at issue. The 
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amount of interest due shall be 
calculated from the date 30 days after 
service of the Commission's final 
repayment determination under 11 CFR 
9008.12{c)(4) and shall be the greater of: 

(i) An amount calculated in 
accordance with 28 U.S.C. 1961 (a) and 
(b); or 

(ii) The amount actually earned on the 
funds set aside under this section. 


§ 9008.15 Extensions of time. 


(a) It is the policy of the Commission 
that extensions of time under 11 CFR 
part 9008 will not be routinely granted. 

(b) Whenever a committee has a right 
or is required to take action within a 
period of time prescribed by 11 CFR part 
9008 or by notice given thereunder, the 
committee may apply in writing to the 
Commission for an extension of time in 
which to exercise such right or take such 
action. The committee shall demonstrate 
in the application for extension that 
good cause exists for its request. 

(c) An application for extension of - 
time shall be made at least 7 calendar 
days prior to the expiration of the time 
period for which the extension is sought. 
The Commission may, upon a showing 
of good cause, grant an extension of 
time to a committee that has applied for 
such extension in a timely manner. The 
length of time of an extension granted 
hereunder shall be decided by the 
Commission and may be less than the 
amount of time sought by the committee 
in its application. 

(d) If a committee fails to seek an 
extension of time, exercise a right or 
take a required action prior to the 
expiration of a time period prescribed 
by 11 CFR part 9008, the Commission 
may, on the committee’s showing of 
excusable neglect: 

(1) Permit such committee to exercise 
its right(s}, or take such required 
action(s) after the expiration of the 
prescribed time period; and 

(2) Take into consideration any 
information obtained in connection with 
the exercise of any such right or taking 
of any such action before making 
decisions or determinations under 11 
CFR part 9008. 


§ 9008.16 Stale-dated committee checks. 


If the committee has checks 
outstanding to creditors or contributors 
that have not been cashed, the 
committee shall notify the Commission. 
The committee shall inform the 
Commission of its efforts to locate the 
payees, if such efforts have been 
necessary, and its efforts to encourage 
the payees to cash the outstanding 
checks, The committee shall also submit 
a check for the total amount of such 


outstanding checks, payable to the 
United States Treasury. 


Expenditures by 
Government Agencies and Municipal 
Corporations 


§ 9008.50 Scope. 

Each committee or organization which 
represents a State, a political 
subdivision or any other group of 
persons in dealing with national 
political party officials with respect to 
matters involving a presidential 
nominating convention held in the State 
or subdivision shall file reports pursuant 
to 11 CFR 107.2 and 9008.51. Under this 
provision, the host committee in the 
convention city is required to report 
contributions or exependitures with 
respect to a presidential nominating 
convention. A municipality or other 
political subdivision which receives 
funds or makes disbursements with 
respect to matters involving a 
presidential nominating convention in 
that State or subdivision shall file a 
registration statement and a post- 
convention statement with the 
Commission. However, unsuccessful 
efforts to attract a convention need not 
be reported by any city, committee or 
other organization. 


§ 9008.51 Registration and reports. 


(a) Registration by host committees. 
(1) Each committee, including a host 
committee, which deals with officials of 
a national political party with respect to 
matters involving a presidential 
nominating convention shall register 
with the Commission on FEC Form 1 
within 10 days after the date on which 
such party chooses the convention city. 
The committee shall clearly indicate on 
this form its status as a host committee. 

(2) Any such committee, organization 
or group which is unsuccessful in its 
efforts to attract the convention to a city 
need not register under this-section. 

(b) Post-convention and quarterly 
reports; content and time of filing.{1) 
Each host committee required to register 
under this section shall begin filing 
quarterly reports on FEC Form 4.no later 
than 15 days after the end of the first 
calendar quarter of the Presidential 
election year. This report shall disclose 
all receipts and disbursement, including 
in-kind contributions, made with respect 
to a presidental nominating convention, 
and shall itemize such receipts and 
disbursements to the extent required by 
11 CFR part 104. Each report shall be 


complete as of 15 days prior to the date 


on which it must be filed. ° 


i igh HAY A 


(2) In lieu ofa third-quarter report, 
each host committee reporting under 
this section shall file a post convention 
report with the Commission on FEC 
Form 4. This report shall be filed on the 
earlier of: 60 days following the last day 
the convention is officially in session; or 
20 days prior to the presidential general 
election. This report shall disclose all 
receipts and disbursements, including 
in-kind contributions, made after the 
completion date of the second quarter 
report. This report shall be complete as 
of 15 days prior to the date on which it 
must be filed. 

(3) If the host committee has receipt or 
makes disbursements after the 
completion date of the post convention 
report, it shall continue to file quarterly 
reports beginning no later than'15 days 
after the end of the calendar quarter 
which follows the completion date of the 
post convention report. This report shall 
disclose all transactions completed as of 
the close of that calendar quarter. 
Quarterly reports shall be filed 
thereafter until the host committee, 
ceases all activity which must be 
reported under this section. 

(4) A host committee shall file a final 
report with the Commission not later 
than 15 days after it ceases activity 
which must be reported under this - 
section, unless such status is reflected in 
either the post convention report or a 
quarterly report. 

(c) Registration and post-convention 
statements by municipalities and local 
government agencies.(1) Each 
organization or group of persons which 
represents a State, municipality, local 
government agency or other political 
subdivision in dealing with officials or a 
national political party with respect to 
matters involving a presidential 
nominating convention shall file, by 
letter, registration statement with the 
Commission. The registration statement 
shall be submitted within 10 days after 
the date on which the party chooses the 
convention city and shall state: Its 
intention to provide facilities and 
services to the convention under 11 CFR 
9008.53(c), a list of the categories of 
facilities and services the municipality 
or government agency expects to 
provide, an estimate of the cost of 
providing each category of facilities and 
services, and whether the municipality 
or government agency intends to use 
general tax revenues or private funds 
donated to a separate convention 
account to defray the cost of these 
activities. 

(2) After the convention, the 
municipality or government agency shall 
file a statement, by letter, with the 
Commission reporting the total amounts 
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actually spent for each category of 
facilities and services provided during 
the convention. This:statement shall be 
filed on the earlier of: 60 days following 
the last day the convention is officially 
in session; or 20 days prior to the 
presidential general election. 


§ $006.52 Contributions to and 
expenditures by host committees to 
promote convention city. 

(a} Host committee organization. A 
host committee includes any local 
organization, such as a local civic 
association, business league, chamber of 
commerce, real estate board, board of 
trade, or convention bureau: Which is 
not organized for profit; whose net 
earnings do not inure to the benefits of 
any private shareholder or individual; 
and whose prinicipal objective is the 
encouragement of commerce in the 
convention city, as well as the 
projection of a favorable image of the 
city to convention attendees. A host 
committee must register in accordance 
with 11 CFR 9008.51. 

(b) Contributions and expenditures to 
promote convention city and its 
commerce. (1) Local businesses 
(excluding banks), local municipal 
corporafions and government agencies, 
local labor organizations, and 
individuals may donate funds or make 
in-kind contributions to a host 
committee for the purposes set forth at 
paragraph (b)(3) of this section. 

(2) The donor may restrict the use of 
funds by earmarking them for a 
particular project, by having the 
donation acknowledged (e.g., courtesy 
of XYZ Company) or by placing any 
other similar restriction on the use of the 
funds. 

(3) A host committee shall use funds 
donated under paragraph (b)({1) of this 
section for only the following purposes: 

{i) To defray those expenses incurred 
for the purpose of promoting the 
suitability of the city as a convention 
site; 

(ii) To defray those expenses incurred 
for welcoming the convention attendees 
to the city, such as expenses for 
information booths, receptions, and 
tours; 

(iii} To defray those expenses incurred 
in facilitating commerce, such as 
providing the convention and attendees 
with shopping and entertainment guides 
and distributing the samples and 
promotional material specified in 11 
CFR 9008.9(b); and 

(iv) To defray the administrative 
expenses incurred by the host 
committee, such as salaries, rent, travel, 
and liability insurance. 

(4) For purposes of this section, any 
business, municipal corporation, agency 


or labor organization within the 
Metropolitan Area (MA) of the 
convention city shall be considered 
local. There shall be a rebuttable 
presumption that any such entity 
located outside the MA is not local. This 
presumption may be rebutted by a 
showing that the volume of business in 
an area lying outside the MA would be 
directly affected by the presence of the 
convention. 


§ 9008.53 Expenditures for convention 
facilities and services by government 
agencies, municipal corporation and host 
committees. 

(a) Government agencies and 
municipal corporation. (1) Federal, State 
or local government agencies and 
municipal corporations may make 
expenditures for facilities or services 
with respect to a presidential 
nominating convention. Such 
expenditures will not be considered 
contributions to the national committee, 
expenditures counting against the 
national committee's limitation, or 
illegal corporate contributions by the 
agency or municipal corporation. In 
providing facilities or services to the 
national committee, the agency or 
municipal corporation may not obtain 
facilities, services or goods from other 
persons at less than fair market value, 
except that the agency or municipal 
corporation may accept reduced or 
discounted rates, provided that such 
reductions were made in the ordinary 
course of business. 

(2) If local law prohibits a municipal 
corporation or other government agency 
from using public treasury funds to 
make the expenditures permitted under 
this section, the municipal corporation 
or government agency may use private 
funds donated to a separate account for 


‘this purpose, provided that: 


(i) The separate account is established 
by the municipal corporation or 
government agency for the general 
purpose of promoting the city as a site 
for conventions and other events, or 
activities and is not used just for the 
purpose of defraying expenses 
associated with the presidential 
nominating convention; and 

(ii) Donations to the account are 
unrestricted and are not solicited or 
designated for use in connection with 
any particular convention, event or 
activity, 

(b} Contributions and expenditures to 
host committees to defray convention 
expenses. {1} Local retail businesses 
(excluding banks), as well as local 
municipal corporations and government 
agencies may donate funds to a host 
committee for use by that committee in 
defraying convention expenses. 


Examples of expenditures which the 
hostcommittee may make for. 
convention expenses include but are not 
limited to those set forth at paragraph 
(c) of this section. No other corporate 
funds may be used’to pay such 
expenses. 

(2) The amount of the donation by a 
local retail business under paragraph 
(b)(1) of this section must be 
proportionate to the commercial return 
reasonbly expected by the business 
during the life of the convention. 

(3) The host committee must maintain 
funds donated under paragraph (b)(1) of 
this section in a separate account. 

(4) For purposes of this section, any 
determination as to whether or not a 
business, labor organization, municipal 
corporation or agency is local shall be 
made in accordance with 11 CFR 
9008.52{b)(4). 

(5) For purposes of paragraph (b){2)} of 
this section, the life of the convention 
shall begin seven days before the: 
opening of the convention and end three 
days after the close of the convention. 

(c) Permissible expenditures.” 
Examples of expenditures which 
government agencies, municipal 
corporations and host committees may 
make under this section include but are 
not limited to: 

(1) Granting the national committee 
use of an auditorium or convention 
center and providing construction and 
convention related services for that 
location such as: Construction of 
podiums; press tables; false floors; 
camera platforms; additional seating; 
lighting, electrical, air conditioning and 
loudspeaker systems; offices, office 
equipment; and decorations; 

(2) Various local transportation 
services, including the provision of 
buses and automobiles; 

(3) Law enforcement services 
necessary to assure orderly conventions; 

(4) Use of convention bureau 
personnel to provide central housing 
and reservation services; 

(5) Hotel rooms at no charge or a 
reduced rate on the basis of the number 
of rooms actually booked for the 
convention; 

(6) Accommodations and hospitality 
for committees of the parties responsible 
for choosing the sites of the conventions; 
and 

(7) Other similar convention-related 
facilities and services. 


§ 9008.54 Examination and audit. 


The Commission shall conduct an 
examination and audit of each host 


committee registered under 11 CFR 


9008.51. The Commission will follow the 
same audit procedures, and will efford 





the committee the same right to respond, 
as are provided for audits of publicly 
funded candidates under 11 CFR 9007.1 
and 9038.1, except that the Commission 
will not make any repayment 
calculations under this section. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Lee Ann Elliott, 
Chairman, Federal Election Commission. 
[FR Doc. 90-19719 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 


[Notice 1990-11] 
11 CFR Part 110 


Domestic Subsidiaries of Foreign 
Nationals 


AGENCY: Federal Election Commission. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Election 
Commission is seeking comments to 
help determine whether changes in its 
regulations governing foreign nationals 
at 11 CFR 110.4(a) are warranted. This 
regulation implements section 441e of 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971, as amended [the “Act” or 
“FECA”, 2 U.S.C. 431 et seg. The 
proposed rule under consideration 
would treat a domestic corporation as a 
foreign national under the Act unless 
American ownership of the corporation 
exceeds fifty percent. The proposal 
achieves this result by defining a 
corporation as a foreign national if 
foreign ownership of the corporation 
exceeds fifty percent. The Commission 
is also seeking comments on the current 
rules, including any suggestions which 
would assure compliance with those 
rules, and any other proposals which 
would assure compliance with section 
44le. 


The proposed rule that follows does 
not represent the final views of the 
Commission on amendments to § 110.4 
of its regulations. Further information is 
provided in the suppmentary 
information which follows. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before October 12, 1990. The 
Commission will hold a hearing on 
October 31, 1990 at 10 a.m. Persons 
wishing to testify should so indicate in 
their written comments. 

ADDRESSES: Comments must be in 
writing and addressed to: Ms. Susan E. 
Propper, Assistant General Counsel, 999 
E Street NW., Washington, DC 20463. 
The hearing will be held in the 
Commission’s ninth floor meeting room, 
999 E Street NW., Washington, DC. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Susan E. Propper, Assistant General 


Counsel, 999 E Street NW., Washington, 
DC 20463, (202) 376-5690 or (800) 424- 
9530. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
441e of the Federal Election Campaign 
Act (2 U.S.C. 431 et seg.) prohibits 
foreign nationals, either directly or 
through another person, from making 
contributions in connection with any 
election for any political office. The 
Federal Election Commission's 
regulations at 11 CFR 110.4(a)(1), which 
implement section 441e, make clear that 
this prohibition bars foreign nationals 
from making contributions or 
expenditures, directly or through any 
other person, in connection with any 
local, State, or Federal election. 

The Federal Election Commission has 
responded to a series of advisory 
opinion requests since 1978 regarding 
the application of section 441e to U.S. 
domestic subsidiaries that are either 
partially or totally owned by foreign 
national corporations, asking whether 
these domestic corporations were 
considered foreign nationals under the 
Act. These corporations have been 
allowed to engage in election-related 
activity as long as two basic conditions 
are met. First, the individuals who 
exercise decision-making authority with 
respect to those activites must be 
citizens of the United States, or 
individuals who are lawfully admitted 
for permanent residence {i.e., the class 
of individuals who are not prohibited by 
section 441e from making personal 
contributions to candidates for any 
political office). See 11 CFR 
110.4{a)(4)(ii). Second, the funds used for 
such activities must not come from the 
foreign national parent or a foreign 
citizen. 

The Commission first concluded in 
Advisory Opinions 1978-21 and 1980- 
100 that a domestic corporation wholly 
owned by foreign nationals could 
establish and operate a political 
committee, which would solicit 
contributions from those executive and 
adminstrative personnel who are not 
foreign nationals. Accord, Advisory 
Opinion 1990-8. See also, Advisory 
Opinions 1979-59 [permitting solicitation 
of U.S. citizens employed abroad] and 
1982-34 [allowing operation of payroll 
deduction plan by foreign subsidiary of 
domestic corporation]. The Commission 
has applied the same rules to domestic 
subsidiaries of foreign corporations 
interested in making contributions to 
state and local election campaigns to the 
extent permitted by state and local law, 
and to trade associations. See Advisory 
Opinions 1982-10, 1983-31, 1985-3, 1989- 
29, 1980-111 and 1981-36. 
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On two occasions, however, the 
Commission has disapproved proposed 
activity under section 441e. In Advisory 
Opinion 1977-53, the Commission stated 
that an unincorporated trade association 
with a principal place of business 
outside the United States was a “foreign 
principal” under the Act and could not 
form a political committee. Similarly, a 
domestic subsidiary of a foreign 
corporation was prohibited from making 
state and local contributions through its 
political committee because the 
committee’s funds were derived from 
the foreign parent. Advisory Opinion 
1989-20. 

The Federal Election Commission 
recently promulgated new regulations 
dealing with expenditures by foreign 
nationals. See 54 FR 48580 (November 
24, 1989). However, the status of 
domestic subsidiaries was not 
addressed in that rulemaking. In view of 
the continuing interest in this matter, the 
Commission has decided to provide this 


‘ opportunity for discussion as to whether 


further revisions to § 110.4(a) are 
appropriate. The proposed rule under 
consideration would add a new 

§ 110.4(a)(4)(iii) to include a domestic 
subsidiary of a foreign national within 
the definition of “foreign national” if 
foreign ownership of the subsidiary 
exceeds fifty percent. This proposed rule 
would apply equally to domestic 
corporations whose ownership is 
comprised of several foreign nationals, 
none of which holds more than fifty 
percent, but whose total interest 
exceeds the threshold. The Commission 
welcomes any comments and 
suggestions which might be raised by 
such a rule change. 

It is important to note that if this rule 
change is adopted by the Commission, 
current 11 CFR 110.4({a)(3) would still 
apply to domestic corporations whose 
foreign ownership is less than fifty 
percent. This regulation prohibits a 
foreign national from participating in the 
decision-making process of any person, 
corporation, labor organization, or 
political committee, with regard to their 
Federal or nonfederal election-related 
activities. Thus, for example, if a 
domestic corporation whose foreign 
ownership was less than fifty percent 
established a political committee, as 
would continue to be permitted under 
the proposed rule, the foreign national 
parent and any individuals who are 
foreign nationals would still be barred 
from involvement in the election-related 
activities of the subsidiary. 

If adopted, the effect of this provision 
would be to further tighten the rules 
defining when domestic corporate 
subsidiaries of foreign nationals are 
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engaging in prohibited election activities 
either directly or indirectly. These 
domestic corporate subsidiaries would 
be prohibited from establishing political 
committees for the purposes of making 
contributions or expenditures in 
connection with federal elections. They 
would also be barred from making 
contributions or expenditures in state 
and local elections in those 
jurisidictions where corporate 
contributions are permitted under state 
law. The Commission notes that no final 
decision has been made concerning the 
proposals contained in this notice. 

The Commission also welcomes 
comments and suggestions on any 
related issues which might be raised by 
such a rule change. For example, the 
Commission welcomes comment on 
when and how often the determination 
as to the percentage of foreign 
ownership should be made and whether 
fifty percent is a reasonable and 
appropriate threshold criterion. 
Commenters may also wish to address 
the extent to which a domestic 
corporation with a separate segregated 
fund should be permittéd to solicit the 
American.employees of a subsidiary 
whose U.S. ownership is less than fifty 
percent. Commentors may also wish to 
address the current rules, including any 
suggestions which would assure 
compliance with those rules and also 
any other proposals which would assure 
compliance with section 441e. 


List of Subjects in 11 CFR Part 110 


Aliens, Political committees and 
parties. 


Certification of No Effect Pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 605(b) [Regulatory Flexibility 
Act] 


The attached Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking will not, if promulgated, 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
basis for this certfication is that any 
small entities affected are already 
required to comply with the 
requirements of the Act in these areas. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble it is proposed to amend 
subchapter A, chapter I of title 11 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations as follows: 


PART 110—CONTRIBUTION AND 
EXPENDITURE LIMITATIONS AND 
PROHIBITIONS 


1. The authority citation for part 110 
would continue to read as follows: 


Authority: 2 U.S.C. 431(8), 431(9), 432(c)(2), 


437d(a)(8), 438(a)(8), 441a, 441b, 441d, 441e, 
441f, 4419, 441h and’441i. 


2. Part 110 would be amended by 
revising paragraph (a)(4) of § 110.4 to 
read as follows: 


§ 110.4 Prohibited contributions (2 U.S.C. 
441e, 441f, 441g, 432(c)(2)). 

(a) * * & 

(4) For purposes of this section, 
“foreign national” means— 

(i) A foreign principal, as defined in 22 
U.S.C. 611(b); 

(ii) An individual who is not a citizen 
of the United States and who is not 
lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence, as defined in 8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(20); or 

(iii) A corporation whose ownership 
by persons defined in paragraphs (i) and 
(ii) of this section exceeds fifty percent; 

(iv) Except that “foreign national” 
shall not include any individual who is 
not a citizen of the United States. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 

Lee Ann Elliott, 

Chairman, Federal Election Commission. 
[FR Doc. 90-19741 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


12 CFR Parts 360, 382, 383, 384, 385, 
387, 388, 389, 390, 391, 392, 394, 395, 
and 396 


Removal of Regulations Transferred 
from Federal Savings and Loan 


" Insurance Corporation (Federal Home 


Loan Bank Board) 
AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation (FDIC). 


ACTION: Proposed rule; removal of 
regulations. 


SUMMARY: The FDIC proposes to remove 


certain regulations relating to the 
conduct of conservatorships and 
receiverships, the provision, rates or 
cancellation of insurance of accounts, 
and the administration of the former 
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation (FLSIC) insurance fund 
which were transferred to the FDIC 
because they are redundant with other 
FDIC regulations, or conflict with 
statutory law, or are unnecessary. 
DATES: Comments on the proposal must 
be received by September 21, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: All comments should be 
submitted to Hoyle L. Robinson, 
Executive Secretary, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20429, or 
delivered to 1776 F Street, NW., room 
400, Washington, DC, between the hours 
of 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. on business days. 


Comments will be available for 
inspection and photocopying during 
normal business hours at the F Street 
address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. William Via, Jr., Counsel, Legal 
Division (202/898-3733) (issues other 
than conservator-receiver); Carol Gold, 
Counsel, Legal Division (202/416-7327) 
(conservator-receiver issues re thrifts); 
or Thomas C. Bahlo, Counsel, Legal 
Division (202/416-7073), (conservator- 
receiver issues re banks); Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20429. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. General 


The Financial Institutions Reform, 
Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989 
(FIRREA), signed into law on August 9, 
1989 (Pub: L. No. 101-73), immediately 
abolished the FSLIC, and abolished the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
(FHLBB) 60 days after enactment. 
Although these agencies have been 
abolished, FIRREA provides that FHLBB 
or FSLIC regulations and orders that 
relate to functions transferred by 
FIRREA and that were in effect on 
August 9, 1989 shall continue in effect 
according to their terms. These rules and 
regulations are enforceable by or 
against the FDIC the Director of the 
Office of Thrift Supervision (OTS), the 
Federal Housing Finance Board, or the 
Resolution Trust Corporation (RTC), as 
the case may be, until the responsible 
agency modifies, terminates, sets aside, 
or supersedes them in accordance with 
applicable law, or until the rules and 
regulations are modified, terminated, set 
aside, or superseded by operation of 
law. Pursuant to sections 401(i) and 
402(b) of FIRREA, the Chairperson of the 
FDIC and the Director of the OTS were 
required to identify those FHLBB or 
FSLIC regulations and orders relating to 
the conduct of conservatorships and 
receiverships, the provision, rates or 
cancellation of insurance of accounts, 
and the administration of the FSLIC 
Insurance Fund which would be 
enforceable by the FDIC and the OTS, 
and publish notice of the allocation of 
these regulations in the Federal Register. 
This was accomplished in a separate 
notice document jointly issued by the 
two agencies and published in the 
Federal Register On October 6, 1989, (54 
FR 41359). Subsequently the FDIC 
formally transferred those regulations 
which were allocated to it from 12 CFR 
chapter V to 12 CFR chapter III, and 
redesignated them to conform to the 
current structure of the FDIC’s 
regulations in 12 CFR chapter III. This 





was accomplished in another rule 
document issued by the FDIC and 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 18, 1989 (54 FR 42799). At that 
time no technical changes were made to 
the regulations in order that the transfer 
could be made in the most expeditious 
manner. 

An examination of 12 USC 1821{d), as 
amended by section 212 of FIRREA, 
reveals that FIRREA provides a 
comprehensive statutory scheme for the 
conduct of conservatorships and 
receiverships, which the FDIC concludes 
was meant to supersede the FHLBB’s 
regulations on these matters, subject to 
the power of the FDIC and/or RTC to 
supplement the statute as necessary, 
either by internal procedures or such 

as the FDIC or RTC find to 
be necessary and consistent with the 
statutory framework. Subsection (d)}{2) 
of 12 USC 1821 sets forth in detail the 
powers and duties of the FDIC/RTC as 
conservator or receiver. Subsection 
(d)(3) provides a detailed, 
comprehensive procedure for the 
receiver's determination of claims. This 
includes procedures and deadlines for 
issuing notification to creditors and 
receipt of creditor claims; standards for 
the allowance or disallowance of claims; 
deadlines for the receiver's 
determination of a claim; procedures by 
which a claimant may obtain an agency 
or judicial hearing on the merits of a 
disallowed claim; and procedures for the 
distribution of receivership proceeds. 
Subsection (e) sets forth comprehensive 
standards governing a receiver's or 
conservator’s authority to repudiate 
contracts, including the measure of 
damages to which the other contracting 
party may be entitled in the event of 
repudiation. Subsection (e) also treats 
the authority of a conservator or 
receiver to enforce certain contracts 
notwithstanding the appointment of the 
conservator or receiver, and contains 
provisions governing the treatment of 
security interests by conservators or 
receivers. Subsection (i) provides for the 
valuation of claims in default and 
establishes the maximum liability of the 
Corporation, in its receivership or other 
capacity, to any claimant. Section 
501{b)(4)} of FIRREA, 12 U.S.C. 
1441a{b)(4), authorizes the RTC as 
conservator or receiver to utilize the 
conservator and receiver powers 
provided to the FDIC by 12 U.S.C. 1821. 

By this notice, the FDIC is proposing 

to remove certain of the transferred 
regulations (original designation shown 
in brackets) relating not enly to 
conservatorships and receiverships, but 
to other matters as well, to promote 
conformity with current FDIC 


regulations and to eliminate conflicts 
with law. 

Part 384 (562) (Application for 
Insurance of Accounts) sets out the 

for new state 
chartered savings institutions to obtain 
insurance of accounts. It is being 
removed since these or comparable 
procedures have been incorporated into 
amendments recently made to part 303 
of the FDIC regulations. See 54 FR 53551 
(Dec. 29, 1989). 

Sections 385.1 (563.29-1) 
(Continuation of insurance) and 385.3 
(563.31) (Other insurance or guaranty} 
are being removed as redundant with 
existing law. Section 385.1 provides that 
an insured institution may change its 
name or charter to become a state 
savings bank-type institution and retain 
insured status if its authority would not 
be significantly changed. Section 385.3 
provides that an insured institution may 
not acquire any insurance on, or 
guaranty of, all or part of its insured 
accounts in addition to that provided by 
the FSLIC for the FDIC in the case of an 
FDIC-insured federal association), and 
specifies that the giving of bond or 
security pursuant to 12 CFR 545.16 and 
545.103 are exceptions to this 
prohibition. 

Section 385.4 (563.36) (Equal 
Opportunity in Employment) is being 
removed as inconsistent with law, as 
amended by FIRREA. This section is 
based on a finding by the FHLBB that 
deposit insurance as provided by the 
FSLIC under prior law is a contract and 
that insured institutions are therefore 
government contractors under Executive 
Order 11246. These institutions are now 
insured under the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act, and the FDIC has 
consistently held that deposit insurance 
provided thereunder is not a contract 
and that insured institutions are not 
government contractors solely by reason 
by being FDIC-insured. 

Section 385.5 (563.2) (Corporation’s 
right of purchase), is being removed as 
unnecegsary. This provision applies, 
except in limited circumstances, when 
an institution insured by the former 
FSLIC borrows money and gives 
collateral as security. In applicable 
cases, the security agreement must 
provide that, upon default by such 
institution, the FSLIC will be notified 
and have an opportunity to purchase the 
collateral before it is liquidated or 
otherwise disposed of. 

Sections 385.6 (563.15), 385.7 (563.16) 
and 385.8 (563.16—2) (Premiums), which 
govern the method and amount of 
premium payments by former FSLIC 
insured institutions to the former FSLIC, 
are being removed since the FDIC has 
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established part 327 to bring the 
premiums assessed by FSLIC into 
conformity with the assessment 
procedures and requirements of the 
FDIC. Section 208 of FIRREA establishes 
a new assessment schedule and 
procedures for insured institutions 
which part 327 implements. 

Section 385.2 (563.30), by which the 
former FSLIC reserves the right to 
prescribe the form in which insurance of 
accounts may be advertised, is being 
removed as redundant. 

Section 385.9 (563.28) (Advertising of 
insurance of accounts), is being removed 
since savings associations are no longer 
“members” of the FSLIC. 

Parts 382 (548), 383 (549) 388 (569a), 
392 (575), 394 (576), 395 (577), and 396 
(578) relate to the conduct of 
conservatorships and receiverships and 
are being removed as displaced by 
existing law and in light of the 
conservatorship and receivership 
provisions of FIRREA found in section 
212. Part 389 (569c), which also applies 
to receivership rules, is also removed, 
except § 389.11 (Priorities) (excluding 
paragraph (c)), which sets forth the 
order in which unsecured claims against 
a depository institution insured under 
the Savings Association Insurance Fund, 
(formerly the FSLIC) or the receiver, 
proved to the satisfaction of the 
receiver, have priority, and except 
§ 389.8 (Federal Home Loan Banks as 
secured creditors; see 54 FR 19155). 

Part 393 (575a) consists of procedural 
regulations which address the statutory 
requirement that before pursuing a 
receivership claim against the FDIC as 
receiver or the RTC as receiver, a party 
must exhaust its administrative 
remedies. This regulation may be 
retained and amended consistent with 
12 U.S.C. 1821(d). 

Section 386.1(d) (564.1(d)), which 
prescribes a lengthy, formal 
administrative appeal process that must 
be exhausted before a claimant can 
obtain judicial review of a denied 
deposit insurance claim, is being 
removed as unnecessary. This removal 
does not preclude informal staff review 
of denied claims upon request, as is now 
the FDIC practice. A claimant who has 
invoked the review or appeal process of 
this provision before the effective date 
of its removal may continue to rely on, 
and comply with, it until resolution of 
that claim. The balance of part 386 (564) 
(Settlement of Insurance) has been 
displaced by part 330 as revised, 
pursuant to section 402(c)(3) of FIRREA 
(requiring the FDIC to prescribe uniform 
deposit insurance regulations), which 
was the subject of a separate 
rulemaking (see 55 FR 20111). 
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Part 387 (565) (Termination of Insured 
Status) is being removed as redundant 
with section 8 of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act, as amended by FIRREA, 
and with part 308. 

Part 390 (572) (Net Worth Certificates) 
and part 391 (572a) (Voluntary Assisted- 
Merger Program) are being removed 
because these matters are governed by 
section 13 of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act, as amended by FIRREA. 


B. Administrative Procedure Act 


The transferred regulations were 
promulgated by the former Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board. All of the 
regulations being removed are in 
conflict with, or redundant with, 
statutory law or FDIC regulations, or are 
unnecessary. Therefore, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking and ensuing 
comment period is not required. 
However, due to the unusual 
circumstances attendant upon a transfer 
of authority from one agency to another, 
and to insure public awareness, a 
comment period of thirty (30) days is 
provided. 


C. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


No notice of proposed rulemaking is 
required for this action, so the 
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seg.) do not apply. 


D. Paperwork Reduction Act 


No collections of information pursuant 
to section 3504(h) of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) 
are contained in this notice. 
Consequently, no information has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for review. 

Accordingly, the FDIC hereby 
proposes to amend title 12, chapter III, 
of the Code of Federal Regulations as 
set forth below. 

1. Parts 382, 383, 384, 385, 387, 388, 390, 
391, 392, 394, 395, and 396 are removed, 

2. Section 386.1(d) is removed. 

3. In part § 389.81-1 is redesignated as 
§ 360.1 of new part 360—Federal Home 
Loan Banks as Secured Creditors, and 
§ 389.11 is redesignated as § 360.2 and 
paragraph (c) is removed. 

4. The Authority citation for part 360 
reads as foiiows: 

5. Part 389 is removed. 

Authority: Sec. 401(h), Pub. L. 101-87, 103 
Stat. 357. 

By order of the Board of Directors. 

Dated at Washington, DC, this 14th day. of 
August 1990. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
Robert E. Feldman, 

Deputy Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19615 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Highway Administration 


Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration 


23 CFR Part 770 

49 CFR Part 623 

[FHWA Docket No. 88-13] 

RIN 2125-AB10 and 2132-AA19 


Air Quality Procedures for Use in 
Federal-Aid Highway and Federally 
Funded Transit Programs 


AGENCIES: Federal Highway 


Administration (FHWA) and Urban 
Mass Transportation Administration 
(UMTA), Department of Transportation 
(DOT). 

ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of 
proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The FHWA and the UMTA 
are withdrawing the notice of proposed 
rulemaking (NPRM) on Air Quality 
Procedures For Use in Federal-aid 
Highway and Federally Funded Transit 
Programs, 53 FR 35178, September 9, 
1988, and are closing Docket No. 88-13. 
The purpose of that document was to 
propose amendments to existing 
transportation air quality procedures for 
implementing section 176 of the Clean 
Air Act (CAA) and to consolidate them 
into a single air quality regulation. The 
amendments were intended to 
streamline (1) the process of determining 
which highway projects are exempt from 
the Federal assistance limitations 
(highway sanctions) of section 176(a) of 
the CAA, and (2) the conformity and 
priority procedures contained in 23.CFR 
part 770. This withdrawal action is being 
taken because bills have been passed in 
both Houses of Congress which propose 
to significantly alter the conformity and 
highway sanction provisions of the 
CAA. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. James M. Shrouds, Noise and Air 
Analysis Division, 202-366-4836, or Mr. 
S. Reid Alsop, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, 202-366-1371, Federal Highway 
Administration; Mr. Abbe Marner, 
Program Analysis.and Support Division, 
202-366-0096, or Mr. Scott A. Biehl, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, 202-366- 
4063, Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration, all. at 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
CAA Amendments of 1977 (Pub. L. 95- 
95,-91 Stat. 685) required that revised 
State (air quality) implementation plans 
(SIPs) be prepared for all areas 
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exceeding the national ambient air 
quality standards (NAAQSs). Section 
176(a) of the CAA required that project 
approvals and grants authorized by the 
CAA and title 23, U.S.C., be withheld 
from air quality control regions in which 
national primary ambient air quality 
standards had not been attained and 
where transportation control measures 
(TCMs) were necessary to attain such 
standards if the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator 
found after July 1, 1979 (and after July 1, 
1982, in cases where an extension of the 
attainment deadline was authorized), 
that a Governor had not submitted a 
plan which considered each of the 
elements required by section 172 of the 
Act, or was not making reasonable 
efforts to submit such a plan. The only 
exception to this Federal assistance 
limitation was that safety, mass transit 
and transportation improvement 
projects related to air quality attainment 
or maintenance could be approved and 
funded. The 1977 CAA Amendments 
required attainment of the standards by 
December 31, 1982, or December 31, 
1987, depending upon whether an 
extension was granted. The CAA is 
silent as to what occurs thereafter. 

Section 176{c) of the CAA (42 U.S.C. 
7506(c)) provides that “(n)o department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the Federal 
Government shall (1) engage in, (2) 
support in any way or provide financial 
assistance for, (3) license or permit, or 
(4) approve, any activity which does not 
conform to a plan after it has been 
approved or promulgated under section 
110,” and that “(n)o metropolitan 
planning organization * * * shall give 
its approval to any project, program, or 
plan which does not conform to a plan 
approved or promulgated under section 
110.” Section 176(d) of the CAA (42 
U.S.C. 7506(d)) requires that “(e)ach 
department, agency, or instrumentality 
of the Federal Government having 
authority to conduct or support any 
program with air quality related 
transportation consequences shall give 
priority in the exercise of such authority, 
consistent with statutory requirements 
for allocation among States and other 
jurisdictions, to the implementation of 
those portions of plans prepared under 
this section [110] to achieve and 
maintain the national primary ambient — 
air quality standard.” 

The DOT consulted with the EPA to 
develop procedures for implementing: 
sections 176 (a), (c), and (d) of the CAA. 
As a result of this consultation, the DOT 
and the EPA jointly issued a notice of 
final policy and procedures. ~~ 
memorandum, dated April 10, 1980 (45 
FR 24692), for meeting the Federal 





assistance limitation in section 176{a} of 
the CAA. On January 26, 1981, (46 FR 
8426) the FHWA and the UMTA jointly 
issued interim final regulations as 23 
CFR part 770, implementing the 
conformity and priority requirements 
mandated by sections 176 (c) and (d) of 
the CAA. These conformity and priority 
regulations were based on an 
interagency agreement between DOT 
and EPA dated June 12, 1980. 

Subsequently the FHWA and the 
UMTA proposed updating and 
consolidating their implementation 
responsibilities under section 176 of the 
CAA in a single air quality regulation. 
As a result, the FHWA and the UMTA 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (NPRM)} in the Federal 
Register on September 9, 1988 (53 FR 
35178} and requested that comments be 
submitted to FHWA Docket No. 88-13 
on or before November 8, 1988. 

Thirty-six comments were received in 
response to the NPRM. Of the comments 
received, 21 expressed support, 13 were 
opposed and 2 took no position on the 
proposed changes. Generally, 
transportation interests supported a 
continuation of the existing procedures. 
Air quality agencies and a number of 
environmental interests, on the other 
hand, preferred a fundamental 
reinterpretation of the legislative 
requirements. 

At the time the FHWA and the UMTA 
published the NPRM, there were no 
significant legislative proposals to 
amend section 176(a) highway sanction 
or the section 176{c) conformity 
provisions. Similarly, the 
Administration's proposal to update the 
CAA, released July 1989, did not include 
substantial modifications to these 
provisions. However, both the Senate 
and the House have now passed bills 
that will substantially alter the existing 
conformity and highway sanction 
requirements. While the Conference 
Committee has not yet completed 
reconcilation of the two bills, it appears 
certain that new legislative direction 
will be included which will alter many 
of the assumptions used in the 
development of the NPRM. The FHWA 
and the UMTA therefore are 
withdrawing the NPRM published in the 
Federal Register on September 9, 1988 
(53 FR 35178), closing FHWA Docket No. 
88-13, and will await final passage of 
the CAA Amendments and clarification 
of DOT's role prior to any further 
rulemaking activities relating to the 
highway sanction and conformity 


provisions. 
Regulatory information numbers (RIN) 
are assigned to each regulatory action 
listed in the United Agenda of Federal 
Regulations. The Regulatory Information 


Service Center publishes the Unified 
Agenda in April and October of each 
year. The RIN number contained in the 
heading of this document can be used to 
cross reference this action with the 
Unified Agenda. 


[Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Numbers 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction; 20.500, Urban Mass 
Transportation Capital Improvement Grants; 
20.501, Urban Mass Transportation Capital 
Improvement Grants; 20.505, Urban Mass 
Transportation Technical Study Grants; 
20.507, Urban Mass Transportation Capital 
and Operating Assistance Formula Grants; 
20.509, Public Transportation for 
Nonurbanized Areas; 23.003, Appalachian 
Development Highway Systems; 23.008, 
Appalachian Local Access Roads. The 
regulations implementing Executive Order 
12372 regarding intergovernmental 
consultation on Federal programs and 
activities apply to this program.] 


List of Subjects in 23 CFR Part 770 and 
49 CFR Part 623 


Air pollution control, Grant 
programs—transportation, Highways 
and roads, Mass transportation. 

(23 U.S.C. 315; 49 CFR 1.48} 
Issued on: August 15, 1990. 
Thomas D. Larson, 
Federal Highway Administrator. 
Brian W. Clymer, . 
Urban Mass Transportation Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 90-19736 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of Surface Mining Reciamation 
and Enforcement 


30 CFR Part 913 


lilinois Abandoned Mine Land . 
Reclamation Plan; Public Comment 
Period and Opportunity for Public 
Hearing on Amdt. 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM), 
Interior. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: OSM is announcing the 
receipt of proposed amendment 
submitted by the State of Illinois to 
amend its abandoned mine land 
reclamation program (hereinafter 
referred to as the Illinois AML program) 
under the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA). The 
proposed amendment alters procedures 
for public participation, for changes in 
the procedures for the ranking and 
selection of reclamation projects, for the 
placement of liens on reclaimed 
properties, and for the evaluation and 
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award of bids and contracts. The 
amendment also updates all phases of 
the State Reclamation Plan to reflect 
minor changes which have evolved 
since the Plan was approved in 1982. 
This notice sets forth the times and 
locations that the proposed amendment 
is available for public inspection, the 
comment period during which interested 
persons may submit written comments 
on the proposed program amendment, 
and information pertinent to the public 
hearing. 
DATES: Written comments not received 
on or before 4 p.m. on September 21, 
1990, will not necessarily be considered. 
If requested, a public hearing on the 
proposed amendment will be held on 
September 17, 1990, beginning at 1 p.m. 
at the first location shown below under 
ADDRESSES. Requests to present oral 
testimony at the hearing must be 
received by Mr. James F. Fulton, 
Director, Springfield Field Office on or 
before 4 p.m., September 17, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments and 
requests for a hearing should be mailed 
or hand delivered to: Mr. James F. 
Fulton, Director, Springfield Field Office, 
at the address listed below. Copies of 
the Illinois AML program, amendment 
and all written comments received in 
response to this notice will be available 
for public review at the addresses listed 
below during normal business hours, 
Monday through Friday, excluding 
holidays. Each requester may receive, 
free of charge, one copy of the proposed 
amendment by contacting OSM’s 
Springfield Field Office. 

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement, 511 West Capitol, 
suite 202, Springfield, Mlinois 62704, 
Telephone: (217) 493-4495. 

IHinois Abandoned Mined Lands 
Reclamation Council, 928 S. Spring, 
Springfield, IL 62704, Telephone: (217) 
782-0588. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James F. Fulton, Director, Springfield 
Field Office: (217) 492-4495. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
I. Background 


On June 1, 1982, the Secretary of the 
Interior approved the Hlinois AML 
program. Information pertinent to the 
general background of the Illinois AML 
program submission, as well as the 
Secretary's findings and the disposition 
of comments can be found in the June 1, 
1982, Federal Register (47 FR 23883). A 
subsequent program amendment 
approved on June 11, 1984, can be found 
in the June 11, 1984, Federal Register (49 
FR 24021). The most recent amendment 
was approved February 14, 1990, and 





__ Federal Register / Vol. 55, No, 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990./ Propoted Rules «DBS 


can be found in the Federal Register of 
that date (55-FR 5270). Information 
concerning the previously approved plan 
and the preposed amendments may be 
obtained from the agency offices lists 
under ADDRESSES. The Secretary had 
adopted regulations that specify the 
content requirements of a State 
reclamation plan and the criteria for 
plan approval (30 CFR part 884). The 
regulations provide that a State may 
submit to the Directcor proposed 
amendments or revisions to the 
approved reclamation plan. If the 
ame or revision the 
scope of majer policies followed by the 
State in their conduct of its reclamation 
program, the Director must follow fhe 
procedures set out in 30 CFR 884.14 in 
approving er disappreving an 
amendment or revision. 

Il. Discusston of Proposed Amendment 


By letter date June 29;:2890, Mlinois 
submitted a reclamation plan 
amendment to OSM {Administrative 
Record No. IL-300-AML). The propesed 
amendment consists of revised narrative 
to replace several sections, of the 
approved Illinois Plan as provided by 30 
CFR 884.13. Specifically the following 
‘areas of the plan are being revised: 

(2) The ‘State has adopted new 
regulations describing its Program's goal 
and objectives. The proposed 

deletes the original 5-year 
estimated of accomplishments and no 
longer sets quantitative reclamation 
goals by AML type (30 CFR 884.13). 

(2) The amendment replaces the 
weighted-score method of the original 
plan with a more flexible set of 19 
criteria including provisions for 
deferment of high-ranking projects [30 
CFR 884.13(c){2)}. 

{3) The proposed amendment 
abolishes the State Reclamation 
Coordination Committee and establishes 
procedures for direct-coordination 
pes the Abandoned Mined Land 
Reclamation Council and the U.S. Soil 
Conservation Service (30 CFR 
884.13({c}{3)). 

(4) The amendment proposes more 
detailed procedures for acquiring, 
managing, and disposal of land. The 
amendment improves pubiic 
participation and provides for 
competitive bidding when land is sold 
(30 CFR 884.13(c)(4) and 879). 

(5) The amendment propases more 
detailed procedures for obtaining 
appraisals of private lands and for filing 
liens against private lands. The proposal 
defines “a significant increase in value” 
as at least $8,000 or more than 20 
percent of the pre-reclamation value {30 
CFR 884.13(c}(5) and 882): 


(6) The State had adopted regulations 
governing rights-of-entry. The proposal 
seeks to have ‘these regulations included 
in the Reclamation Plan (30 CFR 


‘pr 
abolishes the Citizens Advisory 
Committee and establishes formal rules 
far public participation (30 CFR 
884.13{c}{7)). 

(8) The Tiiinvis Abandoned Mined 
Lands Reclamation Conncil has been 
reorganized (30 CPR 684.13{d)(1)). 

(9) The amendment revises the 
description ‘of the personnel staffing 
policies to be used to conduct the 
program (30 CFR 884.13 (d)(2}}. 

(10) The amendment establishes rules 
for the procurement of services through 
consultants and contracts {30 CFR 
884.13{d){39). 

(11) The amendment updates the 
description of accounting policies and 
procedures by making provisioris for 
compliance with the Uniform 
Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and Cooperative Agreements, 43 ‘CFR 
part 12, and the single Audit Act of 1984 
(30 CFR 884.11(d){4)). 

(12) The amendment reduces the: 
estimate of lands and waters in need of 
reclamation to 9,700 acres from the 
earlier estimates of more than 20,000 
acres. The proposal also describing 
automated methods of documenting 
eligible lands and waters {30 CFR 
884.13[e)). 


I. Public Comments Procedures 


{n accordance with the provisions of 
30 ‘CFR 684:15{a), OSM is seeking 
comments on whether the amendments 
proposed by filinvis satisfy the 
epplicable program approval criteria of 
30 CFR 884:14. 

If amendments are deemed consistent, 
it will become part of the Hiinois 
Reclamation program. 


Written Comments 


Written comments should be specific, 
pertain only to the issues proposed in 
this rule making, and include 
explanations in support of the 
commenter’s recommendations. 
Comments received after the time 
indicated under DATES or at locations 
other than the OSM Springfield Field 
Office will not necessarily be 
considered and included in the 
Administrative Record for the final rule 
making. 

Public ddearing 

Persons wishing to comment at the 
public hearing should contact the person 
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 


Contact by 4 p.m. on September 6, 1990. 


If no ene requests an opportunity to 


comment at a public ‘hearing, the hearing 
Filing of a written statement at fhe 
time of hearing ts requested ‘as 7t will 
greatly assist the transcriber. 
Submission of written statement in 
advance of the hearing will allow OSM 
officials to prepare adequate responses 
and appropriate questions. 
Public Meeting 


if only one person requests an 
opportunity to comment at a hearing, a 
public meeting rather than.a public 
hearing may be held. Persons wishing to 
meet with OSM representatives to 
discuss the proposed amendments may 
request.a meeting at the OSM office 
listed under ADDRESSES by contacting 
the person listed under FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT. Ail such 
meetings will be open to the public, and, 
if possible, notices of meetings will be 
posted at the locations under 
ADDRESSES. A written summary of each 
meeting will be made a part of the 
Administrative Record. 
List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 913 

Coal mining, iIntergovernmental 
relations, Surface mining, Underground 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 
W. Hord Tipton, 
Deputy Director, Operations and Technical 
Services. 
[ER Doc. ‘90-19758 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-m 


30 CFR Part 943 


Texas Permanent Regulatory Program 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement {OSM}, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Proposed rule; public comment 
period and opportunity fer public 
hearing on proposed amendment. 


SUMMARY: OSM is announcing receipt of 
a proposed amendment to the Texas 
permanent regulatory program 
(hereinafter, the Texas program) under 
the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA). The 
proposed amendment pertains to permit 
revisions, self-bonding, and 
revegetation. The amendment is 
intended to revise the Texas ‘program to 
be consistent with ‘the cerresponding 
Federal standards and to improve 
operational efficiency. 

This notice sets forth the times and 
locations that the Texas program and 
proposed amendment to that program 
are available for public inspection, the 


2 
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comment period during which interested 

persons may submit written comments 

on the proposed amendment, and the 
procedures that will be followed for the 
public hearing, if one is requested. 

DATES: Written comments must be 

received by 4 p.m., c.d.t. September 21, 

1990. If requested, a public hearing on 

the proposed amendment will be held on 

September 17, 1990. Requests to present 

oral testimony at the hearing must be 

received by 4 p.m., c.d.t. on September 6, 

1990. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments should 

be mailed or hand delivered to James H. 

Moncrief at the address listed below. 
Copies of the Texas program, the 

proposed amendment, and all written 

comments received in response to this 
notice will be available for public 
review at the addresses listed below 
during normal business hours, Monday 
through Friday, excluding holidays. Each 
requester may receive one free copy of 
the proposed amendment by contacting 

OSM’s Tulsa Field Office. 

James H. Moncrief, Director, Tulsa Field 
Office, Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, 5100 
East Skelly Drive, Suite 550, Tulsa, OK 
74135, Telephone: (918) 581-6430 

Railroad Commission of Texas, Surface 
Mining and Reclamation Division, 
Capitol Station, P.O. Drawer 12967, 
Austin, TX 78711, Telephone: (512) 
463-6900. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

James H. Moncrief, Director, Tulsa Field 

Office, on telephone number (918) 581- 

6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


L Background on the Texas Program 


On February 16, 1980, the Secretary of 
the Interior conditionally approved the 
Texas program. General background 
information on the Texas program, 
including the Secretary's findings, the 
disposition of comments, and the 
conditions of approval of the Texas 
program are in the February 27, 1980, 
Federal Register (45 FR 12998). 
Subsequent actions concerning Texas's 
program and program amendments can 
be found at 30: CFR 943.15 and 943.16. 


II. Proposed Amendment 


By letter dated August 1, 1990, 
{administrative record No. TX-478), 
Texas submitted a proposed amendment 
to its program pursuant to SMCRA. 
Texas submitted the proposed 
amendment, in part, in response to a 
letter, dated May 20, 1985, that OSM 
sent in accordance with 30 CFR 
732.17(d). In addition, Texas submitted 
changes regarding permit revisions and 
self bonding at its own initiative. The 


$ 


regulations. that Texas proposes to 
amend are Railroad Commission of 
Texas (RCT) Rule 778.226 concerning 
permit revisions; RCT Rule 806.309(j) 
concerning self-bonding; and RCT Rules 
816.394, 816.395, and 816.396 concerning 
revegetation. 


Ill. Public Comment Procedures 


In accordance with the provisions of 
30 CFR 732.17(h), OSM is seeking 
comments on whether the proposed 
amendment satisfies the applicable 
program approval criteria of 30 CFR 
732.15. If the amendment is deemed 
adequate, it will become part of the 
Texas program. 


Written Comments 


Written comments should be specific, 
pertain only to the issues proposed in 
this rulemaking, and include 
explanations in support of the 
commenter'’s recommendations. 
Comments received after the time 
indicated under “DATES” or at locations 
other than the Tulsa Field Office will not 
necessarily be considered in the final 
rulemaking or included in the 
administrative record. 


Public Hearing 


Persons wishing to testify at the 
public hearing should contact the person 
listed under “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT” by 4 p.m., c.d.t. on September 
6, 1990. The location and time of the 
hearing will be arranged with those 
persons requesting the hearing. If no one 
requests an opportunity to testify at the 
public hearing, the hearing will not be 
held. 

Filing of a written statement at the 
time of the hearing is requested as it will 
greatly assist the transcriber. 
Submission of written statements in 
advanc’ ; of the hearing will allow OSM 
official s to prepare adequate responses 
and appropriate questions. 

The public hearing will continue on 
the specified date until all.persons 
scheduled to testify have been heard. 
Persons in the audience who have not 
been scheduled to testify, and who wish 
to do so, will be heard following those 
who have been scheduled. The hearing 
will end after all persons scheduled to 
testify and persons present in the 
audience who wish to testify have been 
heard. 


Public Meeting 


If only one person requests an 
opportunity to testify at a hearing, a 
public meeting, rather than a public 
hearing, may be held. Persons wishing to 
meet with OSM representatives to 
discuss the proposed amendment may. 
request a meeting by contacting the 


. person listed under “FOR FURTHER 


INFORMATION CONTACT.” All such 
meetings will be open to the public and, 
if possible, notices of meetings will be 
posted at the locations listed under 
“ADDRESSES.” A written summary of 
each meeting will be made a part of the 
administrative record. 


List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 943 


Intergovernmental relations, Surface 
mining, Underground mining. 

Dated: August 14, 1990. 
Raymond L. Lowrie, 
Assistant Director, Western Field Operations. 
[FR Doc. 90-19759 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Air Force 


32 CFR Part 806b 
[Air Force Reg. 12-35] 


Air Force Privacy Act Program 


AGENCY: Department of the Air Force, 
DoD. 


ACTION: Proposed exemption rule. 


SUMMARY: The Department of the Air 
Force proposes to amend a general 
exemption rule to an existing exempt 
record system subject to the Privacy Act 
of 1974, as amended, (5 U.S.C. 552a). 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before September 21, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Mrs. 
Anne Turner, SAF/AAIA, The Pentagon, 
Washington, DC 20330-1000. Telephone 
(202) 697-3491 or Autovon 227-3491. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department of the Air Force proposes to 
amend 32 CFR part 806b by expanding 
the exemption rule to include all system 
locations for the existing record system 
F125 AF A, entitled “Correction and 
Rehabilitation Records”. Currentlyathe 
exemption is authorized only for those 
records maintained by the 3320th 
Correction and Rehabilitation Squadron. 

This proposed amendment is to an 
existing Air Force exemption rule found 
at 32 CFR 806b.13. 


List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 806b 
Privacy. 
Accordingly, the Department of the 


Air Force proposes to.amend 32 CFR 
Part 806b as follows: 


PART 806b—AIR FORCE PRIVACY 
ACT PROGRAM 


1. The authority citation for 32.CFR . 


_ part 806b continues to read as follows: 
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Autherity: Pub. L. 93-579, 88 Stat. 1896 (5 
U.S.C. 552a). 
2.. Section 806b.13 is proposed to be 


amended by revising paragraph {a}{5).as 
follows; 


§606b.13 General and specific 
exemptions. 

(a) ce @ 

(5) System Hdentification and Name. 
F125 AF A, Correction and 
Rehabilitation Records. 

Exemption. Portions of this system 
that fall within 5 U.S:C. 552a{j)(2) are 
exempt from the following provisions of 
5 U.S.C. 552a, sections {c)(3) and {c)(4); 
(d)(1) through (d)(5}; (e){2) and {e}(3); 
(e)(4)(G) and (e)(4)(H), (e)(5); (a) 
through {f)(5); (g)(1) through (g){5); and 
(h) of the Act. 

Authority. 5 U.S.C. 552a{j)(2). 

Reason. The general exemption will 
protect ongoing investigations and 
protect from access criminal 
investigation information centained in 
this record system so.as not to 
jeopardize any subsequent judicial or 
administrative process taken as a result 
of information contained in the files. 

Dated: August 9, 1990 
L.M. Bynum, 

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 90-19577 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45.am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 117 

{CGD7-99-77] 


Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, Little 
River to Savannah River 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


summary: At the request of the South 
Carolina Depariment of Highways and 
Public Transportation, the Coast Guard 
is considering a change to the 
regulations the y 
(Socastee) bridge across the Atlantic 
Intracoastal Waterway, mile 371, Horry 
County, South-Carolina by changing the 
existing bridge schedule from opening 
on the ‘hour and half-honr to opening on 
the quarter and three-quarter hour. This 
action should accommodate the changed 
schedules of the local school buses 
which ane nequired to cross this bridge, 
and still provide for the reasonable 


needs of navigation. 


DATES: Comments must be neceived on 
or before October 9, 1998. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
mailed to Commander (oan), Seventh 
Coast Guard District, 909 SE 1st Ave., 
Miami, FL 33131-3050. The comments 
and other materials referenced in this 
notice will be available for inspection 
and copying at Brickell Plaza Federal 
Building, room 406, 909 SE 1st Avenue, 
Miami, FL. Normal office hours are 
between 7:30 am, and4 p.m. Monday 
through Friday exgept federal holidays. 
Comments may also be hand-delivered 
to this address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gary D. Pruitt (305) 536-4103. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this rulemaking by 
submitting written views, comments, 
data, or arguments. Persons submitting 
comments should include their names 
and addresses, identify the bridge, and 
give reasons for concurrence with, or 
any recommended change ‘to, the 
proposal. Persons desiring 
acknowledgment that their comments 
have been received should enclose a 
stamped, self-addressed postcard or 
envelope. 

The Commander, Seventh Coast 
Guard District, will evaluate all 
communications received and determine 
a course of final action on this proposal. 
The proposed regnlations may be 
changed in light of comments received. 

Drafting Information: The drafters of 
this notice are Mr. Gary D. Pruitt, project 
officer, and LT Genelle G. Tanos, project 
attorney. 

Discussion of Proposed Regulations: 
At present, the draw is required to open 
on signal except that from April 1 
thorugh June 30 and October 1 through 
November 30 from 7 a.m. to 10 a.m. and 
2 p.m. to 6 p.m. Monday through Friday, 
except federal holidays, the draw need 
open only on the hour and half-hour. 
From May 1 through June 30 and 
October 1 through October 31 form 10 
a.m. to 2 p.m., Saturdays, Sundays and 
federal holidays, the draw need open 
only on the hour and half-hour. 

The Horry County School District has 
changed tthe schedule of openings and 


closings of its schools. The new reed 


schedule has resulted in a major traffic 
conflict which is reportedly caused in 
part by the existing special regulations 
that require bridge openings on the hour 
and half-hour. The proposed revision 
would change the existing bridge 
regulations from opening on the hour 
and half-hour, to opening on the quarter 
and three-quarter hour, all other 
provisions of the existing regulations 
would remain the same. This action 


should help alleviate the traffic 
congestion caused by changing ithe 
opening and closing schedules of the 


- schools in the area and still provide for 


the reasonable needs of navigation. 

Federalism: This action has been 
analyzed in accordance with the 
principles and criteria contained in 
Executive Order 12612, and it has been - 
determined that the proposed 
rulemaking does not have sufficient 
federalism implications to warrant the 
preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 

Economic Assessment and 
Certification: The proposed regulation 
change is considered to be non-major 
under Executive Onder 12291 on Federal 
Regulation and nonsignificant under the 
Department of Transportation regulatory 
policies and procedures {44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979). The economic impact 
of this proposal is expected to be so 
minimal that a full regulatory evaluation 
is unnecessary. We conclude this 
because the proposed rule will not alter 
the type or frequency of vessel traffic on 
this reach of the waterway. Since the 
economic impact of the proposal is 
expected to be minimal, the Coast 
Guard certifies that, if adopted, it will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117 
Bridges. 
Proposed Regulations 


In oonsideration of the foregoing, the 
Coast Guard proposes to amend part 117 
of titie 33, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as follows: 


PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 


1. The authority citation for part 117 


_ continues to read.as follows: 


Authority: 33 US.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46; 33 
CFR 1.05-1{g). 

2. Section 117:911{b) ts revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 117.911 Atlantic lntracoastel Waterway, 
Little River to Savannah River. 


* * * * a 


(b) Socastee (SR544), bridge, mile 371 
at Socastee. The draw shall open on 
signal except that from April 1 through 
June 30 and October 1 through 
November 30 from 7 a.m. to 10 a.m. and 
2 p.m. to $ pm. Monday through Friday, 
except federal holidays, the draw need 
open only on the quarter-hour and three 
quarter-hour. From May 1 through June 
30 and October 1 through October 31 
from 10 aa. to 2 pan., Saturdays, 
Sundays and federal holidays, the draw 





need open only on the quarter-hour and 
three quarter-Hour. 
* * * = * 

Dated: August 13, 1990. 
R.E. Kramek, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Seventh Coast Guard District. 
[FR Doc. 90-19702 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY : 


40 CFR Part 180 
[OPP-300215; FRL 3773-2] 


Ethylene Bisdithiocarbamates; 
Reduction and Revocation of 
Tolerances and Food/Feed Additive 
Regulations for Mancozeb, Maneb, 
Metiram, and Zineb; Corrections 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: EPA issued a proposed rule 
reducing/and or revoking certain food 
and feed additive tolerances for the 
ethylene bisdithiocarbamates (EBDCs) 
and their common metabolite, 
degradate, and contaminate 
ethylenethiourea (ETU), in the Federal 
Register of May 16, 1990 (55 FR 20416). 
EPA has discovered several technical 
errors in the proposed amendments, and 
this document corrects them. 
DATES: These corrections are effective 
August 22, 1990. Public comment on 
these corrections, identified by the 
document control number, OPP-300215, 
must be received on or before August 28, 
1990. 
ADDRESSES: By mail, sumbit comments 
to: Public Docket and Freedom of 
Information Section, Field Operations 
Division (H7506C), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460. In person, deliver comments to: 
Rm. 246, Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson 
Davis Hwy., Arlington, VA. 
Information submitted as a comment 
on this document may be claimed 
confidential by marking any part or all 
of that information as “Confidential 
Business Information” (CBI). 
Information so marked will not be 
disclosed except in accordance with 
procedures set forth in 40 CFR part 2. A 
copy of the comment that does not 
contain CBI must be submitted for 
inclusion in the public record. 
Information not marked as confidential 
may be disclosed publicly by EPA 
without prior notice. All written 
comments will be available for public 


inspection in Rm. 246 at the address 
given above, from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except legal 
holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By 
mail: Jill Bloom, Special Review and 
Reregistration Division (H-7508C), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. Office 
location and telephone number: Special 
Review Branch, 2805 Jefferson Davis 
Hwy., Third Floor, Rm. 1N4, Arlington, 
VA 22202, (703)-308-8019. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of May 16, 1990 (55 FR 
20416), the Environmental Protection 
Agency issued proposed rules to revoke 
or reduce tolerances under section 408 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (FFDCA) for the fungicides 
mancozeb, maneb, and metiram in or on 
the raw agricultural commodities that 
would be affected by the Agency’s 
proposal to cancel certain registrations 
of those fungicides. EPA also proposed 
to revoke the food/feed additive 
regulations under section 409 of the 
FFDCA for processed foods and animal 
feed that would be affected by the 
proposed cancellations. In addition, the 
Agency also proposed the revocation of 
all zineb tolerances. 

These proposals contained several 
inadvertent errors which are being 
corrected in this document. These 
technical corrections are discussed 
below: 

1. On page 20416, in the heading 
“Summary,” in the second item (2), the 
phrase “March 1991 for reduction of 
mancozeb, maneb, and metiram 
tolerances on commodities * * * ” is 
corrected by deleting the reference to 
metiram because there are no tolerances 
for metiram set to expire or be reduced 
in March 1991. 

2. On page 20429, in § 181.110(b) in the 
table therein, the following corrections 
are being made: For onions, the entry 
“December 1991” is changed to “N/A”; 
for peaches, the entry “December 1993” 
is changed to “March 1993"; for 
potatoes, the entry “December 1993” is 
changed to “December 1994”; for 
rhubarb, the entry “December 1993” is 
changed to “March 1993”; for spinach, 
the entry “December 1991” is changed to 
“N/A.” These corrections conform the 
section to the intent of the proposal as 
stated in its preamble. 

3. On pages 20430 and 20431, in 
§ 180.176, in paragraph (b), the entries 
for kidney and liver are being moved to 
paragraph (a) because they do not 
expire and are therefore not interim; 
also in paragraph (b), in the entry for 
corn grain (except popcorn) the entry 
“December 1991” is being changed to ~ 
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“N/A” and in the entry for fennel, “10” 
is being changed to “0.5.” These changes 
conform the section to the intent of the 
proposal as stated in its preamble. 

4. On page 20431, in § 180.217 in the 
table, correct the entry for pecans from 
0.5 ppm to 0.1 ppm, as was specified in 
the preamble of the document. 

The Agency is providing a 2-week 
extension of the public comment period 
to allow comment on these corrections. 
Formerly scheduled to close on August 
14, 1990, the comment period on the 
corrections noted in this document will 
now close on August 28, 1990. . 


Dated: August 13, 1990. 


Linda J. Fisher, 
Assistant Administrator for Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances. 

Therefore, 40 CFR part 180 is 
corrected as follows: 


PART 180—[CORRECTED] 


1. The authority citation continues to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a and 371. 


2. In § 180.110(b), in the table therein, 
the following entries are corrected to 
read as follows: 


§ 180.110 Maneb; tolerances for residues. 


* * * * * 


(b) * * * 


3. In § 180.176, paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are corrected by removing the entries for 
kidney and liver from paragraph (b) and 
adding them in alphabetical sequence to 
paragraph (a) and by correcting the 
entries for corn grain (except popcorn) 
and fennel, to read as follows: 

§ 180.176 Coordination product of zinc ion 
and maneb; tolerances for residues. 

(a) * © * 
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Parts per: 
million 


Commodity 


° * * * * 


PI Sic ssisinainssigitthetiridgeacctvedsa cdots shepsciviks 0.1 (effective 
December 

1991) 

Moos Aisles; encsccbsdsestpebdiesccsaassiome 0.1 (effective 
December 


1991) * 


Parts per Expiration 


Commodity million date 


* 


see. December 
1993 


March 
1993 


4. In § 180.217, in the table, the entry 
for pecans is corrected to read as 
follows: 


§ 180.217 Ammoniates of 
{ethylenebis(dithiocarbamato)] zinc and 
ethylenebis[dithiocarbamic acid] 
bimolecular and trimolecular cyclic 
anhydrosulfides and disulfides; tolerances 
for residues. 


* * * * * 


Effec- 
tive 
= of Expiration 

date 
duced 
toler- 
ances 


Parts per 


Commodity million 


* * * 


0.1 Dec. 
1991. 


December 
1993 


[FR Doc. 90-19784 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-F 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Health Care Financing Administration 


42 CFR Parts 405, 416, 440, 482, 483, 
and 493 


{HSQ-176-N) 


RIN 0938-AE47 

Medicare, Medicaid and CLIA 
Programs; Regulations Implementing 
the Clinical Laboratory improvement 
Amendments of 1988 (CLIA ’88) 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS. 
ACTION: Extension of public comment 
period on proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice extends the 
public comment period for the proposed 
rule published on May 21, 1990 (55 FR 
20896) that would implement the Clinical 
Laboratory Improvement Amendments 
of 1988 (CLIA '88). We are extending the 
comment period because of the intense 
interest, the effect on so many currently 
exempt laboratories and the numerous- 
requests for an extension of the 
comment period. 


DATES: Comment period extended to 
September 21, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rhonda Whalen, (301) 966-6801. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
21, 1990. we proposed regulations for 
implementing the Clinical Laboratory 
Improvement Amendments of 1988 
(CLIA '88) (55 FR 20896). The regulations 
would require that all laboratories in the 
United States and its territories that 
examine human specimens for the 
purposes specified in the statute meet 
performance requirements based on test 
complexity and risk factors related to 
erroneous test results in order to be 
certified by HHS. The proposed 
regulations solicited public comments 
and allowed 90 days from the date of 


‘publication for receipt of comments. The 


comment period closing date is August 
20, 1990. 

The proposed regulations aroused 
intense public interest. To date, we have 
met with numerous interested parties 
and have received approximately 10,000 
written comments, many from new 
entities affected by CLIA '88 that were 
not affected by the Clinical Laboratories 
Improvement Act of 1967 (CLIA) ’67), 
such as physician office laboratories 
and other low volume, currently exempt 
laboratories, laboratories in Federal 
clinics, laboratories accredited by the 
College of American Pathologists or 
licensed by New York State, and 
laboratories engaged in intrastate 


commerce only. Many commehters 
believe they need more time to estimate 


- the impact of the new regulations on © 


their laboratories operation and they 
have requested an extension of the 
comment period. 

Because of the intense interest, the 
effect on so many currently exempt 
laboratories and the numerous requests 
for an extension of the comment period, 
we are extending the comment period to 
September 21, 1990. We do not believe it 
would be appropriate to extend the 
comment period any further for two 
reasons. First, with this extension, 
interested parties will have had 4 
months to comment on this proposed 
rule, which we believe to be an 
extraordinarily long period. Second, in 
light of the many meetings we have had 
with interested groups and the 
approximately 10,000 written comments 
we have received, we believe that the 
issues that are of concern to all the 
entitles that will be governed by these 
rules have likely already been 
articulated and are a part of the public 
record. Accordingly, we believe that this 
extension should provide for an 
adequate comment period on this 
proposed rule. 

Authority: Section 353 of the Public Health 

Service Act (42 U.S.C. 263a). 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Programs No. 
13.714—Medical Assistance Program; No. 
13.773 Medicare—Supplementary Medical 
Insurance Program) 

Dated: August 17, 1990. 

Gail R. Wilensky, 
Administrator, Health Care Financing 
Administration. 
Approved: August 17, 1990. 
Louis W. Sullivan, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19859 Filed 8-20-90; 11:09 am] 
BILLING CODE 4120-01-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


44 CFR Part 67 
[Docket No. FEMA-6997] 


Proposed Fiood Elevation 
Determinations 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations and 
proposed based flood elevation 
modifications listed below for selected 
locations in the nation. These base (100- 
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year) flood elevations.are the basis for impose no restriction unless and. until PROPOSED Base (100-vEAR) FLooD 
the floodplain management measures. the local community voluntarily adopts ELevaTions—Continued 
that the community is required to either | floodplain ordinances in accord with 
adopt or show evidence of being already | these elevations. Even if ordinances are: 
in effect in order to qualify or remain adopted in compliance with Federal 
qualified for participation in the standards, the: elevations: prescribe how 
National Flood Insurance Program high to build in the floodplain and do: 
(NFIP}. not prohibit development. Thus, this 
DATES: The period for comment willbe | action only forms the basis for future 
ninety (90) days following the second local actions. It imposes no new 
publication of this proposed rule in a requirements; of itself it has no 
newspaper of local circulation in each economic impact. 
community. : . 
ADDRESSES: See table below. arene eee 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Flood insurance, Flood plains. 
John L. Matticks, Chief, Risk Studies 
Division, Federal Insurance PART 67—AMENDED) 
Administration, Federal Emergency 1. The authority citation for part 67 
Management Agency, Washington, DC | continues to read as follows: 
20472, (202), 646-2767. Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001: et seq., About 2.06 miles upstream of Bear Creek Road .. 
cahaninoinies eee The Reorganization Plan: No. 3 - 1978, E..O. — Creek: ait 
ederal ergency magement 12127. apuiannes ttapuigus 
Agency gives notice ef the proposed Bs downstream va State Route : oe 
determinations of base (100-year}iflood. | _ The proposed base (100-year) flood Seas 
elevations and- modified base flood elevations for selected locations are: Sein i Shs eaeeite Qualia isle: 


elevations for selected locations in the Jr, Chairman, County Commission, Gadsden 
nation, in accordance with section 110 PROPOSED Base (100-YEAR) FuooD ee ee 


of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of EXEvaTions Washington County (unincorporated areas) 
1973 (Pub L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which Choctawhatchoe Five cad 20 
added section 1363.te the National Flood eee eee = 
Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIH of the ne oa ee eee 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448}, 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR 67.4{a), 

These elevations, together with the 
floodplain management measures. 
—— by ese 60:3.of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are we 
required. They should not be construed pre call a aan ot 
to mean the community must change IIc csccresniccpteneicnplaconsentpapetieictioncrcenciin = 
any existing ordinances that are more tie 
stringent in their floodplain management inspection 
requirements. The community may at ouaia on 203 W. Cypress Avenue, Chipley, 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own, or pursuant to policies County Highway 97 yo ge ‘oon, washungecs 
established by other Federal, State, or County, 203 W. Cypress Avenue, Chipley, Flori- 
regional entities. These proposed = 
elevations will also be used to calculate 
the appropriate flood insurance gy narnnngg + Samy Guan cone Bulloch County (unincorporated areas) 
premium rates for new buildings and County, P.O. Box 456, Elba, Alabama: 36323. toed Cheek 
their contents and for the second layer Just upstream of U.S. Route 301 


. set st t= Just downstream of Cypress Lake Dam 
or insurance on existing buildings and ee eke Suet upsbeam of Cypress Lake Dam... 


their contents. About 1,900 feet upstream of Pulaski R 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. ; — ames wie 

Aa available for the City Mall upstream ere 

605(b), the Administrator, to whom be sl api me ant alta Just. downstream of County Route 338 
authority has been delegated by the Seve quienes te The Sannnien Oe tent 
Director, Federal Emergency Jr., Mayor, Town of Ebro, P.O. Box 26, Ebro, 
Management Agency, hereby certifies atl 
that the proposed flood elevation 
determinations, if promulgated, will not Aumttinteliiin " . 2 
have a significant economic impact on a About 2.92 miles downstream of Interstate 10 Just upstream of State Route 24 
substantial number ef small entities. A Se Foo ha aaa eatin 
flood elevation determination under ¢ Just. upstream oo Jackson BiuiftDam.................... 
section 1363 forms the basis for new Se nr ape 12. an apes Road 
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a About 2.75 miles downstream ot contuence of ,000 fe 
local community, will govern future Richlander. Creek 
contruction within the floodplain area. nei 
The elevation determinations, however, ith Little Ri Little Lotts Creek Tributary B: 
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PROPOSED BASE (100-VYEAR) FLOOD 
ELEvATIONS—Continued 


Source of flooding and location 


Maps available for inspection at the Building 
Inspection Department, North Main Street 
Annex, Statesboro, Georgia. 

Send comments to The Honorable Robert Cox, 
P.O. Box 334, Statesboro, Georgia 30458. 


Colquitt County (unincorporated areas) 
Ochlockonee River: 
About 1,300 feet downstream of Meigs Road 
Just downstream of State Route 133 
Okapilco Creek: 
About 1.2 miles downstream of State Route 35 ... 
About 1.4 miles upstream of Norfolk Southern 


Building, 1220 South Main Street, Moultrie, 
Georgia. 

Send comments to The Honorable Joe Clark, 
Chairman, Board of Commissioners, Colquitt 
County, P.O Box 517, Moultrie, Georgia 31768. 


Toombs County (unincorporated areas) 
Pendleton Creek: 
About 2,000 feet downstream of confluence of 


Ohoopee River: 


About 2.67 miles upstream of State Route 292.... 
Rocky Creek: 


About 3,200 feet upstream of mouth 
Little Rocky Creek: 


Suit doenatream ot Thompeon Pond Reed. 

ee ee ee ee 
Maps avaliable at the Chairman, County Commis- 
sioner's Office, County Courthouse, Lyons, 


Send comments to The Honorable Mell Taylor, 
Chairman, County Commissioners, Toombs 
County, P.O. Box 112, Lyons, Georgia 30436. 


Madison County (unincorporated areas) 
South Fork Teton River: 
Approximately 300 feet. east of Section Line 
21/22 in township 6 North, Range 39 East 


PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD 
ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Source of flooding and location 


Approximately 2,600 feet downstream of bridge 
at Section Line 35/36 in Township 7 North, 
Range 39 East ad 

Just upstream of Kilgore Road bridge . 

At Yellowstone Highway Bridge 

At bridge at Section Line 34/35 in Township 7 
North, Range 40 East 

Just downstream of bridge at the Madison 
County/Fremont County line. 

Maps are available for review at the Madison 
County Courthouse, 159 East Main Street, Rex- 
burg, Idaho. 

Send comments to The Honorable Doyle Walker, 
Chairman, Madison County Board of Commis- 
sioners, Box 389, Rexburg, Idaho 83440. 


Rexburg (city), Madison County 
South Fork Teton River: 
At the westernmost corporate limits. 
Just upstream of the Union Pacific Railroad... 


Maps are available for review at the Rexburg 
City Hall, 12 North Center Street, Rexburg, 
Idaho. 

Send comments to The Honorable Nile Boyle, 
Mayor, City of Rexburg, 12 North Center Street, 
Rexburg, idaho 83440. 


Sugar City (city), Madison County 
North Fork, Teton River: 


Maps are available for review at City Hall, 10 
East Center Street, Sugar City, idaho. 

Send comments to the Honorable Rhondo Barrus, 
Mayor, City of Sugar City, 10 East Center 
Street, Sugar City, Idaho 83448. 


Monticello (city), Piatt County 
Sangamon River: 
About 2 miles downstream of Illinois Central 


About 800 feet upstream of Washington Street... 
South Branch Creek: 


South Branch Creek Tributary: Within: community. ‘J 
North Unnamed Creek: 


ap = vy or gp yim omega My 
Building, 211 N. Hamilton, Monticello, linois. 
Send comments to The Honorable 


George 
Geissler, Mayor, City of Monticello, 211 N. 
Hamilton, Monticello, Wlinois 61856-1663 


Brooksville (town), Hancock County 
Atlantic Ocean 
Penobscot Bay: 
Along shoreline at Tom Cod Cove 


34291 


PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD 
ELEVATIONS—Continued 


#Depth 
in feet 
above 
Source of flooding and location , Ground, 


Eleva- 
= in 


(Nav) 
—_ HT 


Maps available for inspection at the Town Ot-( 
fices, Brooksville, Maine. 

Send comments to The Honorable Jeff Leach, 
Chairman of the Town of Brooksville Board of 


Selectmen, Hancock County, Town Offices, 
Brooksville, Maine 04617. 


Northport (town), Waldo County 
West Penobscot Bay: 
At Broadway Avenue (extended) ... 
At Spruce Head.. 
Pitcher Pond: Entire , 
Knight Pond: Entire shoreline within community 
Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk’s Office, Town Offices, Northport, Maine. 
Send comments to The Honorable Randy Nichols, 
Chairman of the Town of Northport Board of 
Selectmen, Waldo County, Town Offices, 213 
1/2 Northport Avenue, Belfast, Maine 04915. 





New Durham (town), Strafford County 

Ela River: 
Downstream side of Old Quaker Road 
Downstream side of Club Pond Dan... 

Clyb Pond: Entire shoreline within community. 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
New Durham, New Hampshire. 

Send comments to The Honorable Robert M. 
Belmore, New Durham Town Administrator, 
Strafford County, Town Hall, Main Street, New 
Durham, New Hampshire 03855. 


New Ipswich (town), Hilisborough County 
Souhegan River: 

At downstream corporate limits .... 

Approximately .6 mile upstream 


Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Office, Town Hall, New ipswick, New 
Hampshire. 

Send comments to The Honorable Cari Brunelle, 
Chairman of the Town of New Ipswich Board of 
Selectmen, Hillsborough County, P.O. Box 250, 
New Ipswick, New Hampshire 03071. 


Tamworth (town), Carroll County 
Bearcamp River: 
At downstream corporate limits .... 
At upstream corporate limits. 
Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Tamworth, New Hampshire. 


Send comments to The Honorable Walter Orcutt, 
er “Soaeiane enowael oat t Warren 
County, Blairstowr: Municipal Building, Stillwater 
Road, Biairstown, New Jersey 07825. 
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Proposed BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD 
ELEvaTIONS—Continued 


About 2,100 feet upstream of State Route 550 .... 


Maps available for inspection at the County 
Engineer's 555 East State Sweet, 


Route 1019........ ciainiciesttinatatienenienicapiantereipicateltaptemesed 
Maps available for inspection at the Township 
ae Gaps, Gutetin, Pennsyl- 


sscleeieaaiicits ec ataaieeter alia 
Chairman of the Township of Bullskin Board of 


Building, 125 West Church Street, Fairchance, 
Pennsylvania. 


Send comments to The Honorable Wendall 


iiecnaiiiempaisiotensibet. hintainimsppaiioniinpiialail 
Upstream corporate limits at Borough of Fair- |. 


ELevaTions—Continued 


Send comments to The Honorable John Arendas, 
Chairman of the Township of Georges Board: of 
Supervisors, Fayette. County, R.D. #5, Box 170- 


Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, SRO 166, Eden. Born, McCellandtown, 
Pennsyivania. 

Send comments to The Honorable Robert Crou- |: 


Approximately 1.7 miles upstream of L.R..26203.. 
Saltlick Run: 


Approximately 0.9 miles upstream of confluence 


Maps available for inspection at the Menalien 
Township Building, Uniontown, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to The Honorable Joe Novotny, 
Chairman of the Township of Menailen Board of 
Supervisors, Fayette County, R:D. #6, Box 350, 

Uniontown, Pennsyivania 15401. 


North Union (township), Fayette County 
Redstone Creek. 


Approximately 900 feet upstream of upstfeam 


Maps available for inapection at the Township 
Building, 229 Brown Boulevard, Uniontown, 


PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD 
ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Sovth Union (township), Fayette County 
Redstone Creek: 


A I casi caching 

At State: Roate 2 8 nnenccsersovscosneserssvenvenssooe 
Maps available for inspection at the Townstiiy 

Building, Township Drive, Uniontown, Penmsyl | 


vania. 

Send comments to The Honorable Thomas Frank- 
houser, Chairman of the Township of Souttr 
Union: Board of Supervisora, Fayette County, 
R.0. #2, Box 623, Township. Drive, Uniontown, 
Pennsylvania: 15401. 


Springfield (township), Fayette County 

Youghiougheny Fiver: 
Se 

At the upstream corporate limits.... 
Mill Run: 

At the confluence with Mili Run Reservoir............ oa 
Approximately 1,500 feet upstream of T.R. 593.... 
Poplar Run: 

At the confluence with Indian Creek ... = 
Approximately 1,000 feet upstream of T-844..... toned 
Maps available for at the Township 
Building, Route 711, Mill Run, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to The Honorable Don Bowser, 
Chairman. of the Township of Springfield Board 
of Supervisors, Fayette County, Box 13, Mir 
Run, Pennsylvania. 15464. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


Barnwell County (unincorporated areas) 
Salkehatchie River: 
About 700 feet downstream of CSX railroad ......... 
Just upstream of State Route 64 
Turkey Creek: 


About 0.89 mile upstream of Wellington Drive ...... 
Jordan Branch: 
Just upstream of Main Street 
About 1,500 feet upstream of Main Street 
Maps available for inspection at the County 
Courthouse, Barnwell, South Carolina. 
Send comments to The Honorable Peggy Rhine- 


Bois d’Arc Creek: 
Senne 
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PROPOSED BASE (1 00-YEAR) FLoop PROPOSED BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD. The proposed modified base (100- 
ELEvATIONS—Continued ELEvATIONS—Continued year) flood elevations for selected 
locations are: 


Placer County, Natomas East Main Drainage | Approximately 4,850 feet downstream of Riego 
unincorporated areas. Canal. Road, at an unnamed road. 
Maps are available for review at the Placer County Department of Public Works, 11444 B Avenue, Auburn, California. 


Send comments to the Honorable George Beland, Chairman, Placer County Board of Supervisors, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California 95603. 


At confluence with Lydall Brook 

At downstream side of Wilson Brook Flood 
Control Dam. 

At the confluence with Hop Brook and Porter 
Brook. 

Approximately 20 feet upstream of Birch Moun- 
tain Road. 


Approximately 150 feet upstream of Prospect 
Street. 


At confluence of Birch Mountain Brook and 
Porter Brook. 
At confluence with Hop Brook and Birch Moun- 
tain Brook. 
Approximately 110 feet downstream of Charter 
; Oak Street. 
Maps available for inspection at the Planning Department, 41 Center Street, Manchester, Connecticut. 
Send comments to The Honorable Richard J. Sartor, General Manager of the Town of Manchester, Hartford County, 41 Center Street, Manchester, Connecticut 
06040. 


About 1 mile downstream of U.S. Route 90 


Prrenee  e 
Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Caryville, Florida. 
Send comments to The Honorable Waiter Anderson, Mayor, City of Caryville, P.O. Box 206, Caryville, Florida 32427-0206. 


About 2.6 miles downstream of State Road 79.. 


About 2.2 miles upstream of State Road 79........ 
Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Vernon, Florida. 
Send comments to The Honorable Harrell M. Sapp, Mayor, City of Vernon, P.O. Box 347, Vernon, Florida 32462. 


N@VAdA 2.....sccecnscssececesenees ee i Approximately 600 feet below the City of Win- 
nemucca western corporate fimits. 
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PROPOSED MODIFIED BASE (100-year) FLOoD ELEvATIONS—Continued 


Hope, township, Warren Beaver Brook 
County. 


At the City of Winnemucca northern corporate 


limits. 


At the City of Winnemucca western corporate 
limi 


Approximately 3,200 feet above the City of 
Winnemucca northern corporate limits. 
Maps are available for review at the Humboldt County Courthouse, Planning Department, Bridge and 4th Streets, Winnemucca, Nevada. 
Send comments to The Honorable Darrell Taylor, Chairman, Humboldt County Board of Commissioners, City/County Complex, Winnemucca, Nevada 89445. 





Downstream corporate limits 


Downstream of Interstate 80 


Honey Run 


At the confluence with Beaver Brook 


Approximately 30 feet upstream of State Route 


610. 


Maps available for inspection at the Hope Municipal Building, Hope, New nia 
Send comments to The Honorable Tim McDonough, Mayor of the Township of Hope, Warren County, Hope Township Municipal ‘cit P.O. Box ‘284, Hope, New 


Jersey 07844. 


Burlington County. 


Issued: August 13, 1990. 
C.M. “Bud” Schauerte, 


Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 


[FR Doc. 90-19776 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-03-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Family Support Administration 


45 CFR Parts 201, 204, 205, 232, and 
233 


RIN 0970-AA69 


Aid to Families With Dependent 
Children; Related AFDC Amendments 
of the Family Support Act of 1988 


AGENCY: Family Support Administration 
(FSA), HHS. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: These proposed rules would 
implement five sections of the Family 
Support Act of 1988 (Pub. L. 100-485) 
that impact on the administration of the 
Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children (AFDC) program. They are (1) 
Section 401, which requires all States to 
provide benefits to families eligible for 
AFDC due to the unemployment of a 
parent who is the principal earner; (2) ’ 
section 402, which increases the amount 
of the standard work expense disregard 


Delaware River 


At downstream corporate limits 


At upstream corporate limits 


Crafts Creek 


At confluence with the Delaware River... 


Just downstream of U.S. Route 130 
Maps available for inspection at the Township Clerk's Office, Municipal Complex, Mansfield, New Jersey. 
Send comments to The Honorable John Bereccki, Mayor of the Township of Mansfield, Burlington County, P.O. Box 249, Columbus, New Jersey 08022. 


to $90; increases the limit on the 
dependent care disregard to $175 ($200 
for children under two); changes the 
order of the earned income disregards 
so that the dependent care disregard is 
applied last; and adds a disregard for 
earned income tax credit payments; (3) 
section 403, which permits States the 
option to require an individual under 
age 18 who has never married and has a 
dependent child in his or her care (or 
who is eligible for AFDC as a pregnant 
woman) to reside in the residence of a 
parent, legal guardian, or other adult 
relative, or in an adult-supervised 
supportive living arrangement such as a 
foster home or maternity home in order 
to receive AFDC (4) section 601, which 
authorizes the government of American 
Samoa to have an AFDC program; and 
(5) section 604, which provides that 
State agencies are responsible for 
assuring that benefits and services 
available under titles IV-A, IV-D, and 
IV-F are furnished in an integrated 
manner and further provides that the 
State agency shall ensure that all AFDC 
applicants and recipients are 
encouraged, assisted, and required to 
cooperate in the establishment of 
paternity and the enforcement of child 
support obligations. 


DATES: Interested persons and agencies 
are invited to submit written comments 
concerning these regulations no later 
than October 22, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted in writing to the Assistant 
Secretary for Family Support, Attention: 
Mr. Mark Ragan,’Acting Director, 
Division of Policy, Office of Family 
Assistance, Fifth floor, 370 L’Enfant 
Promenade SW., Washington, DC 20447, 
or delivered to the Office of Family 
Assistance, Family Support 
Administration, Fifth floor, 370 L’Enfant 
Promenade, SW., Washington, DC 20447 
between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on regular 
business days. Comments received may 
be inspected during these same hours by 
making arrangements with the contact 
person identified below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Mark Ragan, Office of Family 
Assistance, Family Support 
Administration, Fifth floor, 370 L’Enfant 
Promenade SW., Washington, DC 20447, 
telephone (202) 252-5116. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Discussion of Statutory Provisions 


The Family Support Act of 1988 (Pub. 
L. 100-485) revises the AFDC program to 
emphasize work, child support, and 
family benefits. A major provision of the 
new law amends ttitle-IV of the Social 
Security Act (hereinafter “the Act”) to 
add a new part F, Job Opportunities and 
Basic Skills Training (JOBS) Program. 
The purpose of JOBS is to assist needy 
families with children to obtain the 
education, training and employment 
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need to avoid long-term welfare 
dependence. Final regulations to 
impiement JOBS were published 
separately on October 13, 1989 (54 FR 
42146 (1989)). 

Additionally, the Family Support Act 
makes several amendments to title IV, 
part A of the Act, Aid to Families With 
Dependent Children. A major 
amendment is the requirement that all 
States implement an AFDC-UP program 
to provide AFDC for dependent children 
of unemployed parents, although under 
certain circumstances, a State may time- 
limit cash assistance under the program. 

These proposed rules would 
implement five sections of the Family 
Support Act discussed below: 


Mandatory Coverage of Children 
Deprived Due to the Unemployment of a 
Parent 


Section 401 of the Family Support Act 
amends section 402(a) of the Act by 
adding a new section 402(a)(41), which 
requires States to implement an Aid to 
Families With Dependent Children 
Unemployed Parent (AFDC-UP) 
program. Section 401 is effective 
October 1, 1990 for all States other than 
Puerto Rico, American Samoa, Guam, 
and the Virgin Islands, where it is 
effective October 1, 1992. Section 401 
further provides that States beginning 
the AFDC-UP program may elect a time 
limitation for cash assistance under 
which the State may deny cash 
assistance if the family received AFDC- 
UP cash assistance in six of the 
preceding 12 months. States electing the 
time-limit option must continue 
Medicaid to family members during the 
months cash assistance is not paid and 
establish a program of education, 
training, and employment services. 
States operating an AFDC-UP program 
on September 26, 1988 must continue to 
operate the program without a time 
limitation. 


Increased Limit on Dependent Care 
Disregard 

Section 402(a) of the Family Support 
Act amends section 402(a)(8}({A){iii) of 
the Act by increasing the limit on the 
dependent care disregard from $160 to 
$175 for children age two or above and 
for incapacitated adults, and to $200 for 
children under age two. In addition, the 
order of the earned income disregards is 
changed so that the dependent care 
disregard is applied last. This provision 
was effective October 1, 1989. 
Increased Standard Work Expense 
Disregard 

Section 402(b) of the Family Support 
Act amends section 402(a){8)({A}{ii) of 
the Act by increasing the amount of the 


standard work expense disregard from 
$75 to $90. This provision was effective 
October 1, 1989. On November 22, 19889, 
we issued Action Transmittal FSA-AT- 
89-54 to advise States that the new 
earned income disregard provisions 
must now be applied in the 
determination of eligibility and the 
amount of, AFDC benefits. 


Earned Income Tax Credit Disregard 


Section 402(c)(1) of the Family 
Support Act amends section 402(a)}(8}(A) 
of the Act by adding a new clause (viii) 
which provides that earned income tax 
credit (EITC) payments shall be 
disregarded. This disregard applies to 
any advance EITC payment made to a 
family by an employer and any EITC 
payment made as a refund of Federal 
income taxes. This provision was 
effective October 1, 1989. Action 
Transmittal FSA-AT-89-54, as clarified 
by Action Transmittal FSA-AT-90-3 
(March 3, 1990), advised States that any 
advance EITC payment made to a 
family, and any EITC payment made as 
a refund of Federal income taxes must 
be disregarded for AFDC purposes, 
except that they must be counted as 
income when determining a family’s 
eligibility under the 185 percent gross 
income limitation at 45 CFR 
233.20(a)(3)(xiii). 

Section 402(c)(2) of the Family 
Support Act repeals section 402(d) of the 
Act, which required States to count 
EITC payments as earned income. 


Households Headed by Minor Parents 


Section 403 of the Family Support Act 
amends section 402 (a) of the Act by 
adding section 402(a)(43). Section 
402(a)(43) provides that States are 
permitted, under certain situations, to 
require as a condition of eligibility that 
an individual under age 18, who has 
never married and has a dependent 
child in his or her care, live at the 
residence of a parent, legal guardian, 
other adult relative, or in an adult- 
supervised supportive living 
arrangement such as a foster home or 
maternity home. This provision was 
effective January 1, 1990. 


Authorization for American Samoa to 
Participate in the AFDC Program 


Section 601 of the Family Support Act 
authorizes American Samoa to have an 
AFDC program. This provision was 
effective October 1, 1988. 
Responsibilities of the State 

Section 604 of the Family Support Act 
amends section 402{a) of the Act by 
adding section 402(a)(44), which 
provides that the State agency is 
responsible for assuring that the benefits 


and services available under title IV-A, 
IV-D, and IV-F are furnished in an 
integrated manner. This section further 
provides that the State agency shall 
ensure that all AFDC applicants and 
recipients are encouraged, assisted, and 
required to cooperate in the 
establishment of paternity and the - 
enforcement of child support 
obligations, and are notified of the 
paternity establishment and child 
support services for which they may be 
eligible. These provisions were effective 
July 1, 1989. 


Separate Rulemaking Regarding 
Medicaid Eligibility 

The Health Care Financing 
Administration expects to publish a 
separate Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
which will describe the impact of these 
provisions on the Medicaid program. 
This proposed rule will address specifics 
as to how AFDC-UP program eligibility 
requirements will affect Medicaid 
eligibility, and will also describe the 
relation of the minor parent provision to 
Medicaid eligibility. 
Discussion of Proposed Regulatory 
Provisions 


Mandatory Coverage of Children 
Deprived Due to the Unemployment of a 
Parent (Section 233.101 of the Proposed 
Regulations) 


Under the AFDC-Unemployed Parent 
program {AFDC-UP) States may provide 
assistance to needy children deprived of 
parental support by reason of the 
unemployment of a parent. At the time 
the Family Support Act (Pub. L. 100-485) 
was enacted in October 1988, 27 States, 
the District of Columbia, and Guam had 
established such programs. Section 401 
of the Family Support Act requires that 
all States implement an AFDC-UP 
program. This expansion of the program, 
together with the concomitant work 
requirements encompassed in the new 
JOBS program, promotes a fundamental 
welfare objective of the Administration 
to maintain family stability and move 
recipients from dependence to self- 
sufficiency. 

Section 401 of the new law provides 
that a State: 

¢ May establish a time limitation for 
receipt of cash assistance. 

¢ Must provide Medicaid to family 
members who do not receive cash 
assistance due to the time limitation. - 

¢ Must establish a program for 
families whose cash assistance is time- 
limited to help them prepare for and 
obtain employment. 

¢ May count certain educational or 
vocational activities for the purpose of 
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meeting the “quarters of work” 
requirement of the AFDC-UP program. 

¢ May design its AFDC-UP program 
to reflect the State’s individual needs 
and to emphasize education, training, 
and employment services. 

© May require at least one parent to 
participate in JOBS program activities 
and may provide cash assistance after 
the performance of assigned activities. 

We propose to implement these 
provisions by adding a new § 233.101. 
Section 233.101 is identical to current 
regulations at § 233.100, as they were 
amended by the final JOBS regulation 
(see next heading), except that it 
additionally implements the provisions 
of section 401 of the Family Support Act. 
Individuals and organizations wishing to 
comment in response to this notice of 
proposed rulemaking should confine 
their comments to proposed regulations 
implementing section 401. 

n the effective date of proposed 

§ 233.101, the provisions of § 233.100 
would be repealed. 


JOBS and the AFDC-UP Program 


Title Il of the Family Support Act also 
adds a new part F to title IV of the 
Social Security Act to require States to 
establish a program of education, 
training and employment services which 
is geared toward labor market demands 
and which provides individuals with 
marketable skills. This program, the Job 
Opportunities and Basic Skills Training 
(JOBS) Program, applies to AFDC 
families. 

Section 201 of the new law provides 
that States: 

¢ Must require at least one parent in 
each AFDC-UP family to participate for 
a minimum of 16 hours per week in a 
work supplementation program, a 
community work experience or other 
work experience program, on-the-job 
training, or an approved State work 
program. 

¢ May substitute participation in an 
educational activity for the required 
work activity for parents under age 25 
who have not completed high school. 

© May require both parents in an 
AFDC-UP family to participate in a 
JOBS program if the State guarantees 
child care. However, if the State 
determines that only one parent should 
participate on a JOBS program, child 
care is not required to be provided. 

¢ Must meet a Federal standard, 
ranging from 40 percent of the AFDC-UP 
caseload in FY 1994 to 75 percent in FY 
1997, for the number of AFDC-UP 
recipients required to participate for a 
minimum of 16 hours per week in a work 
activity. 

* May receive.a waiver from this 
standard if the State operates a JOBS 


program in conformity with the statute 
and has made a good faith effort to 
comply, but has been unable to do so. 
Final regulations to implement these 
requirements were published in the 
Federal Register on October 13, 1989 (54 
FR 42146 (1989)). Among the revisions 
were certain changes to current 
regulations at 233.100, which govern the 
operation of the AFDC-UP program. 
These revisions were effective October 
13, 1989 and will continue in effect until 
§ 233.100 is repealed as explained under 
the heading entitled “Effective Date.” 


Mandatory Expansion of AFDC-UP 
Coverage 


Under current law, States have the 
option of providing assistance to two- 
parent families when the parent who is 
the principal earner is unemployed. 
Section 401(a) of the new law adds new 
paragraph (a)(41) to section 402 of the 
Act and amends section 407(b) to 
require all States to operate an AFDC- 
UP program. We propose to add a new 
§ 233.101 to implement these new 
provisions. 


Time Limitation on AFDC-UP Cash 
Assistance 


Congress provided that States which 
did not have an AFDC-UP program in 
operation on September 26, 1988 may 
elect to limit the period of time that they 
provide cash assistance. Section 401(b) 
of the new law adds a new section 


. 407(b)(2)(B){ii) to the Act that allows a 


time limitation “to the extent 
determined appropriate by the State for 
the operation of its program.” We 
propose to implement this amendment 
by adding a new § 233.101(b)(3). 

However, section 401(b) of the new 
law provides that a State may not limit 
cash assistance unless the family has 
received assistance in at least six of the 
preceding twelve months. Since families 
making initial application for AFDC-UP 
cash assistance on or after October 1, 
1990 will not have met this condition, 
these States will have to provide AFDC- 
UP cash assistance to all eligible AFDC- 
UP applicant families for the month of 
application and the next five 
consecutive months. Thereafter, the 
State may choose to deny assistance, as 
provided in this section, until such 
month as the family has onee again not 
received assistance in six of the 
preceding twelve months. 

The following example illustrates this 
provision. A family applies for AFDC- 
UP for the first time in October 1990'in a 
State which has elected to limit 
assistance to the minimum months 


required under this provision. If eligible, © 


this family must receive AFDC-UP for 
the months of October through March. 
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The State may deny assistance 
beginning in April because the family 
had received assistance in six months 
(October through March) of the 
preceding twelve months (April through 
March). If the family is still eligible, the 
State is required to resume cash 
assistance, if requested, under the 
AFDC-UP program no later than 
November 1991, the first month that the 
family had not received assistance in six 
of the preceding twelve months. 

This rolling six-month window may 
create an administrative burden for 
families that have had intermittent 
assistance totaling six months over the 
past twelve months. However, we were 
unable to design an alternative to this 
approach that would not conflict with 
the statutory requirements when a State 
decides to have a time-limited program. 

The new law does not specify that the 
family must meet.all AFDC eligibility 
requirements during months denied 
assistance due to the time limitation in 
order to resume assistance. Thus, in the 
above example, if the family had excess 
income during the months of June and 
July, the State must count these two 
months as time limitation months and 
must resume assistance in November, 
provided that the family meets all the 
eligibility requirements at that time and 
files an application for assistance. 

The new law specifies that the time 
limitation is based solely on assistance 
provided by reason of the 
unemployment of the parent. Months in 
which the family received assistance 
due to the death, continued absence, or 
incapacity, of a parent do not count in 
the time limitation formula. To illustrate, 
if the family in the above example 
received assistance by reason of the 
incapacity of a parent for the months of 
August and September*1991, these two 
months will not count in any subsequent 
month for the purpose of determining 
the time limitation for AFDC-UP. As in 
the above example, the State must 
resume assistance under the AFDC-UP 
program no later than November 1991. 

The State agency needs to ensure that 
AFDC-UP recipients are informed that 
their eligibility for AFDC-UP cash 
assistance is time-limited. For this 
reason, we propose to add certain 
notification requirements for AFDC-UP 
applicants and recipients. First, we 
propose to require that the State notify 
an AFDC-UP family at the time of 
application that cash assistance will 
terminate due to a time limitation and 
that any family with a child who is (or 
becomes) deprived due to the death, 
continued absence, or incapacity of a 
parent may receive cash assistance 
under the regular AFDC program during 
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the period that the family does not 
receive AFDC-UP cash assistance. In 
addition, we propose to require States to 
notify the applicant family of the 
availability of programs of education, 
training and employment services 
(discussed below) which prepare the 
family to be self-supporting after 
termination of assistance due to the time 
limitation. 

Second, we propose to require the 
State to notify an AFDC-UP recipient 
family of the earliest month that they 
could receive AFDC-UP again, This 
notification may be part of the notice of 
proposed action which is required prior 
to termination pursuant to § 205.10(a)(4). 
To receive assistance again, the family 
must make a new application. 

The new law also adds a new section 
407(b)(2)(B)(ii)(IM1), which provides that, 
for purposes of meeting the “connection 
with the work force” test—i.e., that the 
family have six or more quarters of 
work (or other approved program 
participation) at the time of application 
for AFDC-UP—States must consider 
otherwise eligible families as AFDC-UP 
recipients for any months that 
assistance is denied solely by reason of 
the time limitation. The effect of this 
provision is that a parent who met the 
“connection with the work force” test at 
the time of his or her original application 
for AFDC-UP will be deemed to meet 
this test again for an application filed 
during or in the month following the 
month that the time limitation ends. If 
the family would have been ineligible 
for another reason (e.g. excess income) 
during any one of these months, the 
parent cannot be deemed to meet this 
test for subsquent application. A new 
§ 233.101(b)(3)(vi) would implement this 
provision. 

The new law does not-contain a 
similar provision for a family which 
qualifies for AFDC-UP under the 
alternative to the “connection with the 
work force” test provided by section 
407(b)(1)(A){iii)(I)—i.e., the principal 
earner received, or was qualified to 
receive, unemployment compensation 
within one year prior to the application 
for AFDC-UP. As a consequence, for 
families eligible for time-limited UP 
based initially on eligibility for 
unemployment compensation, a 
subsequent period of AFDC-UP 
eligibility must be based on subsequent 
receipt or qualification for 
unemployment compensation, or based 
on quarters of work. 

Many families meet both tests at the 
time of application for AFDC-UP, and 
authorization is often based on 
whichever test is documented first. Such 
families are actually eligible for AFDC- 
UP under both tests, and, therefore, 


would meet the “connection with the 
work.force” test under section 
407(b)(2)(B)(ii)(Il). Accordingly, States 
should review the case files of families 
which were originally.authorized to 
receive AFDC-UP assistance because 
the principal earner met the 
requirements of section 
407(b)(1)(A)(iii)(II) to determine whether 
he or she algo had the necessary 
quarters to. meet the “connection with 
the work force” test in section 
407(b)(1)(A)(ii)(D). If so, the family will 
be deemed to meet section 
407(b)(1)(A)(ii)(II) upon reapplication as 


explained above. 


Program of Education, Training, and 
Employment Services 


Section 401(b) of the new law also 
adds a new section 407(b)(2)(B)(ii)(D), 
which requires States electing to time- 
limit assistance to provide education, 
training, and employment services to 
help parents in AFDC-UP families 
prepare for and obtain employment. 
This provision also provides that an 
activity which is authorized under the 
JOBS program is considered to meet this 
requirement. States may also design 
their own programs for providing 
education, training, and employment 
services subject to the approval of the 
Secretary. We propose to adda new 
§ 233.101(a)(8) to implement this 
requirement. 

A State that elects to time-limit 
AFDC-UP would be required to submit 
a State plan amendment which 
identifies its program(s). In order to be 
approved, we propose that a plan must 
offer: JOBS activities; or (1) Education 
and instruction for individuals who have 
not graduated from a secondary school 
or obtained an equivalent degree, (2) 
training whereby individuals acquire 
market-oriented skills necessary for self- 
support, and.(3) employment services for 
placing individuals in gainful 
employment. We propose that families 
must be permitted to participate during 
periods when they do not receive cash 
assistance due to the time limitation. 
The program must also be-available to 
families before the loss of AFDC cash 
benefits due to the time limitation. 
Individuals would participate in JOBS 
activities on a mandatory or voluntary 
basis, pursuant to regulations at 45 CFR 
part.250. 

States have the option to provide 
necessary supportive services for 
individuals participating in State 
designated non-JOBS AFDC-UP 
programs. Federal financial 
participation would be available under 
sections 403.(k) and (1) of the Social 


. Security Act, for the costs of such 


services provided to participants. The 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


regulations at 45 CFR part 255 would 


apply to such services. 

Under section 402(g) of the Social 
Security Act, the States must guarantee 
child care to an individual participating 
in a State-designated AFDC-UP. 
program if the State approves the 


. activity. 


Approval criteria will be.consistent 
with those specified in the State 
supportive services plan for non-JOBS 
areas pursuant to the regulations at 45 
CFR 255.1(d), and will be specified in the 
State’s supportive services plan. 

The Secretary will review all plans 
describing proposed programs. Those 
activities approved will constitute “an 
approved State program of providing 
education, training, and employment 
services.” The State will be notified if 
the plan has not been approved and the 
reasons for disapproval. 

Proposed § 233.101(a)(8) would also 
require that the State agency must noiify 
each AFDC-UP family under a time 
limitation that a progrant of employment 
preparation is available. 

In carrying out the requirements for 
employment preparation, Federal 
financial participation (FFP) would be 
available only for programs established 
under the authority of the JOBS 
program. State-designed programs, 
though meeting the requirements of 
section 407(b)(2)(B){ii)(I) of the Social 
Security Act to help families prepare for 
and obtain employment, would not be 
eligible for FFP because they do not 
qualify for Federal matching under 
section 403(a) of the Social Security Act. 
Specifically, effective October 1, 1990 (or 
earlier, if a State implements JOBS 
earlier), section 403(a)(3) would provide - 
that no payment shall be made under 
title IV with respect to amounts 
expended in connection with the 
provision of any service described in 
section 2002(a) of the Social Security 
Act, other than those child care and 
other supportive services authorized 
under sections 301 and 302 of the Family 
Support Act. Since section 2002(a) 
specifically describes activities related 
to training and employment services, we 
conclude that State-designed programs 
meeting the requirements of 
407(b)(2)(B)(ii)(1) are not eligible for FFP. 

States that do not time-limit AFDC- 
UP cash assistance may also provide 
programs to help families prepare for 
and obtain employment. Employment 
preparation programs established under 
the JOBS program would be eligible for 
FFP, but, as explained above, State- 
designed programs of employment 
preparation operated outside the 
authority of the JOBS program would - 
not be eligible for FFP. 
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Medicaid Eligibility 

The time limitation authorized in 
these regulations weuld not extend to . 
medical assistance. Section 401(f} of the 
new faw amends the Act by adding 
section 462{a}{42}, which provides ‘that a 
State must continue to provide Medicaid 
to all members of the AFDC-UP family, 
who will be called “qualified family 
members”, during ary months that 
assistance is denied solely due to the 
time limitation. We propose to add a 
new § 233:201{a}{7) to implement this 
requirement. 

The Health Care Financing 
Administration #s publishing separate 
regulations regarding Medicaid coverage 
for those families who de not received 
AFDC-UP cash assistance because the 
State elected to fime-fimit its AFDC-UP 
program. 

Participation in Training and Educatian 
Programs as a Quarter of Work 

As explained abeve, a family meets 
the “connection the work force” 
test if the principal earner has six or 
more quarters of work in any 13 
calendar quarter period ending within 
one year prior to application. Current 
law {section 407(d\{1)) also provides that 
a “quarter of work” means 2 calendar 
quarter in which such individual 
received earned income of not Tess than 
$50 for for which the individual would 
be credited with a quarter of coverage 
for Seciel Security purposes) or in which 
an individual participated in fhe 
Community Work Experience Program 
(CWEP) or the Work Incentive Program 
(WIN). 

Section 45$1{c}(4}(B) of the new law 
amends section 407(4)(1) by providing 
that participation in a JOBS program 
would be credited as a quarter.of work. 
A revision to current regulations at 
§ 233.100(a}(3}fiv} was published in the 
Federal Kegister in the final regulations 
for JOBS [54 FR 42146 {1989}). 

Section 40i{c){[1) of fhe new law also 
perr ‘ts Stales to count pariicipation in 
ceriain educational or vocational 
training activities during a quarter as a 
quarter of work for the purpose of 
meeting the “‘connection with the work 
force” test. Specifically, section 493{c}{1) 
amends section 407[d}[1) of the Social 
Security Act to permit States to treat as 
a quarter of work any calendar quarter 
in which the principal earner: 

¢ Attended an elementary or 
secondary school; 

* Attended a vocational or technical 
training course;-or 

° Participated in an educational:or 
training program wnder the job Training 
Partnership Act (JTPAj. 


Section 407(b}{1) of the Act is also 
amended to limit application of the - 
above activities to no more than four of 
two quarters may be met.only if the 
individual received {er had credited for 
Social Security purposes) earned income 
of not less than $50 or participated in 
the JOBS program under part F, WIN, or 
CWEP. 

The Conference Report (HR. Rep. No. 
100-998, 100th Cang., 2d‘Sess. 181 (1988}) 
further explains that such activities 
cannot substitute for more than four 
quarters of work “over an individual's 
lifetime.” For example, an applicant 
substituting three quarters of 
educational or training attendance to 
satisfy the quarters of work test will 
have available at most one quarter for 
any subsequent application. 

The new law also provides that the 
attendance in a school er training course 
must be “full-time”, that the vecational 
or technical training course must be 
“designed to prepare ‘the individual fer 
gainful employment,” and that the 
course must be approved by the 
Secretary of Health and Human 
Services. 

_ In devetioping these preposed 
regulations, we considered whether to 
prescribe a Federal! definition for “‘full- 
time” attendance and to issue rules 
prescribing the types of vocational and 
training courses which would qualify 
under this section. We decided that 
States should have maximum flexibility 
to define “full-time” attendance and 
prescribe rules governing training 
courses that are consistent with their 
own State laws and Board of Education 
policies. This position is consistent with 
the Administration's objective to 
prompte increased Stete and lecal 
government invelvement in deveicping 
strategies te reduce welfare 
dependency. 

Finally, section 401{ci{2) of the new 
law pennits a State to apply the 
provisions of section 401{c}(1}—ie., 
counting participation ir educational or 
vocational training activities over a 
quarter as a quarter of work—on less 
than a State-wide basis. A State that 
elects to apply these provisions on a less 
than State-wide basis would be required 
to so specify in its State plan. 

A new § 233.201{a{s}(iv) would 
implement these provisions. 


State Flexibility in. Structuriag its 
AFDC-UP Program 

Section 401{b) of the new law adds 
section 407({b}(2A) 40 ‘the Act, which 
permsits.a State to design its AFDC-UP 
program to reflect the individual needs 
of the State and to emphasize education, 
training, and employment services for 


unemployed parents and their spouses 
eligible for AFDC-UP. Under ‘this 
prevision, a State may require the 
principal earner or both parents to 
participate in the JOBS program under 
title IV-¥ of the Act. Section 407(b)(2)(C) 
further provides that such participation 
may be up to 40 hours per week for each 
such parent subject to the existing 
limitations and conditions of the JOBS 
program. We propose to add a new 

§ 233.101[b}{1) to implement these 
provisions. 

In addition, section 407{b){24{C ii) 
provides that a State may elect to 
provide assistance to participants only 
“after the performance of assigned 
program activities” under the JOBS 
program, but at regular imtervals of mo 
greater than ene month. To implement 
these provisions, § 233.101(b\(2) of the 
proposed rule would authorize a State to 
elect to withhold payment contingent 
upon performance of JOBS programs 
activities. In this connection, the State 
would be requined to prescribe a set of 
criteria which defines goals.or 
standards, such as a number of hours of 
attendance or completion of assigned 
study materials. The State would also be 
requined to inform the recipient of the 
goals or standards and notify him or her 
that payment will be withheld until 
satisfactory completion of each assigned 
activity. 

Finally, the proposed rule would 
require payments to be made at regular 
intervals of not more than one month. 
The option to require a parent to 
participate in the JOBS program and fhe 
option to provide assistance after the 
performance of assigned activities is 
available to States which currenfly 
operate an. AFDC-UP program as well 
as those now required to establish a 
program. 


Effective Date 


Section 401(g) of the new law 
establishes October i, 1990 a8 the 
effective date for ail amendments with 
respect io the AFDC-UP program for alll 
States and the District of Columbia. The 
effective date of these amendments in 
Guam, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, 
and Americas Samoa is October 1, 1992. 

States which currently doe not operate 
an AFDC-UP program need not wait 
until October 1, 1686 to establish the 
program. However, before ‘October 1, 
1990 a State may not time-timit 
assistance, require participation in a 
JOBS program under title TV-F, or count 
participation in an education or training 
activity in meeting the “connection with 
the werk force” test. These provisions 
may not'be implemented until October 1, 
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1992 in Guam, Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands, or American Samoa. 
The final regulations for the JOBS 
program (54 FR 42146 (1989)) include 
revisions in current regulations 
governing the AFDC-UP program, 
specifically, § § 233.100{a)(3)({iv), 
 233.100(a)(5)(i), 233.100(a)(6), and 
233.100(c)(2)(iii). Those revisions were 
effective on October 13, 1989. Section 
233.100 will then be repealed when 

§ 233.101 becomes effective, i-e., 
October 1, 1990 or October 1, 1992, as 
explained above. 

Section 401(h) of the new law also 
provides that the amendments made by 
that section will terminate on September 
30, 1998 so that beginning on October 1, 
1998, the statutory provisions governing 
the AFDC-UP program will be the same 
as they were on September 30, 1990. 


Increased Limit on Dependent Care 
Disregard (Section 233,20(a)(11)(i) of the 
Proposed Regulations) 

The new law increases the limit on 
the dependent care disregard from $160 
to $175 per dependent per month for 
children age two or older and for 
incapacitated adults, and to $200 for 
children under age two. Additionally, 
the order of the earned income 
disregards is changed so that the 
dependent care disregard is applied last. 

We propose to revise the regulations 
at §§ 233.20(a)(11)(i)(C), 
233.20(a)(11)(i)(D), and 
233.20(a)(11)(ii)(B) to implement this 
amendment. 

Under section 2301 of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, 
Public Law 97-35, the Secretary was 
granted authority to specify an amount 
lower than the dependent care disregard 
limit for individuals who are employed 
part-time. This provision is implemented 
in the current regulation at 
§ 233.20(a)(11)(i)(C). Under section 301 
of the Family Support Act, States must 
guarantee child care for each family 
with a dependent child to the extent the 
State determines such care is necessary 
for an individual to accept employment 
or remain employed. A State may 
guarantee child care through the 
dependent care disregard or any other 
method it deems appropriate. We 
therefore propose that, for part-time 
_ employment and employment not 
continuing throughout the month, the full 
$175/$200 disregard limits may be 
applied, or the State agency may 
establish a procedure under which it 
determines and applies disregard limits 
less than $175/$200. This will allow 
maximum State flexibility in using the 
disregard as a method to guarantee child 
care for JOBS participants and other 
employed recipients. 


Increased Standard Work Expense 
Disregard (Section 233.20(a)(11)(i) of the 
Proposed Regulations) 


The new law incréases the amount of 
the standard work expense disregard 
from $75 to $90 per month for each 
employed applicant and recipient. We 
propose to revise the regulations at 
section 233.20(a)(11)(i)(B) to implement 
this amendment. 


Earned Income Tax Credit Disregard 
(Section 233.20(a)(11)(vii) of the 
Proposed Regulations) 


The new law requires that earned 
income tax credit (EITC) payments in 
the form of advance payments or 
Federal income tax refunds will be 
disregarded and repeals the statutory 
provision that required States to count 
EITC payments as earned income. We 
proposed to implement this amendment 
by revising the regulations at 
§§ 233.20(a)(3)(xiii) and 
233.20(a)(3)(iv)(E), removing the 
regulation at § 233.20(a)(6)(ix), and 
adding a new 233.20(a)(11)({vii). 

The new law does not specifically 
address whether EITC payments are | 
disregarded only as income, or as 
income and resources. We believe 
Congress viewed the disregard of EITC 
payments solely as an income disregard 
because it was added to other income 
disregard provisions in section 402(a)(8) 
of the Social Security Act. Accordingly, 
we propose to disregard EITC payments 
as income in the determination of need 
and the amount of benefits. Any portion 
of an EITC payment that is retained 
after the month of receipt would be 
counted as a resource. 

However, we propose to count EITC 
payments as income for purposes of 
determining whether a family meets the 
requirements of section 402(a)(18) of the 
Act—i.e., to be eligible for AFDC its 
monthly income may not exceed 185 
percent of the State’s standard of need. 
We believe that EITC payments should 
be taken into account in making this 
determination because section 402(a)}(18) 
identifies the specific types of income 
that are not to be counted, and the new 


‘law does not amend section 402(a)(18) to 


exclude EITC payments. 


Households Headed by Minor Parents 
(Section 233.107 of the Proposed 
Regulations) 


Current law does not preclude a minor 


_ parent from applying for and receiving 


AFDC as a caretaker relative for his or 
her dependent child regardless of 
whether the minor parent lives with his 
or per parent or legal guardian or has 
established his or her own home. The 
new law, however, allows States to 


restrict eligibility of households headed 
by a minor parent and to restrict.the 
direct payment of assistance to the 
minor parent. 

Specifically, section 403 of the Family 
Support Act adds a new section 
402(a)(43) to the Social Security Act. 
Section 402(a)(43) provides that a State 
may require, as a condition of eligibility, 
that a minor parent and dependent child 
in his or her care reside: (1) In the home 
of the minor parent's parent, legal 
guardian, or other adult relative, or (2) in 
an adult-supervised supportive living 
arrangement. 

Further, section 402(a)(43) identifies 
the kinds of minor parents who may be 
barred from living alone with their 
dependent children. These include, first, 
individuals who are under 18, have 
never been married, and have a 
dependent child in their care. Also 
included are women who are under 18, 
have never been married, and would 
otherwise qualify for AFDC on the basis 
of pregnancy. 

However, section 402(a)(43) does not 
define certain concepts. First, there is no 
definition of “adult relative.” Since the 
term “relative” has long had a specific 
meaning for AFDC program purpose (see 
§ 233.90(c)({1)(v){A)), we are, therefore, 
proposing to utilize the same concept for 
section 402(a)(43) purposes. Similarly, 
section 402(a)(43) does not specify an 
age for an individual to be considered 
an adult. However, since that section 
specifically identifies minor parents as 
being under 18, we are proposing that an 
individual 18 or over be considered to 
be an adult. The proposed regulation 
§ 233.107 reflects these decisions. 

Secondly, the Act does not define the 
concept of “adult-supervised supportive 
living arrangement.” We propose in 
§ 233.107(b)(3) that this concept be 
defined as including any certified or 
State-approved setting (other than a 
public institution) in which a minor 
receives counseling, supervision, 
guidance or other supportive services in 
addition to food and shelter. We have 
included the requirement for supportive 
services such as counseling or guidance 
in order to give meaning to the words 
“adult-supervised” and “supportive” 
and to make this living arrangement 
analogous to a family setting where a 
concern for the emotional growth and 
development of the minor parent and 
child would be evident in addition to a 
concern for physical needs. 

Section 403 also provides that AFDC 
is to be provided to the parent, legal 
guardian, or other adult relative on 
behalf of the minor parent and 
dependent child “where possible.” If the 
State determines that it is not possible 
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to make the payment te any of these 
individuals, this determination needs to 
be documented in the case file. 

The new law further provides that the 
restriction in payment to.a household 
headed by a minor parent applies only 
to an individual who is “under the age of 
18 and has never married.” We interpret 
these provisions to mean that States 
may restrict payment only through the 
month of the minor parent's eighteenth 
birthday. Because of the considerable 
variance in State laws concerning the 
treatment of annulments. we are not 
planning to regulate in this area. 
Accordingly, it would be up to each 
State te make a determinatien based on 
its own Siete law as to whether a miner 
parent whose marriage was annulled 
“has never married.” 

Finally, we agte that section 402{a}{43) 
specifies five exemptions when ihe 
restriction on paymenis to an unmarried 
minor parent under 18 wiih a dependent 
child would not apply. These are: 

(1) Where the minor parent has ne 
living parent or legal guardian whose 
whereabouts.is known {section 
402{0)(43}(BHi}). The Staie agency must 
make reasonable efforts to confinm the 
nonexistence of a parent or legal 
guardian and document its findings in 
the case file. These efforts may noi, 
however, interfere with the standards of 
promptness for acting on applications as 
set forth in section 205.10{a}{6). 

(2) Where there is .no parent or Jegal 
guardian who allows the minor parent 
to live in his or her home [section 
402(aj(437{ BYii}). Ht is the responsibility 
of the State agency to make reasonable 
efforts to confirm and decument its 
findings in the case file. 

{3) Where the State agency 
determines that the physical or 
emotional health or safety of the 
individual or his or her dependent child 
would be jeopardized Sy living in the 
home of the individual's parent or legal 
guardian {section 402{a 43 B){i1i)). 
Neither the statute nor its legistative 
history specifies criteria for determining 
when an individual's physical or 
emotional health or safety is in 
jeopardy. We note, however, that this 
provision appears similar to the geod 
cause provisions in § 232.42 relating to 
refusal te cooperate in establishing 
paternity and securing support. 
Accordingly, we invite comments on 
whether and to what extent the criteria 
in paragraphs {a\{1}, ‘(b}, end {c} of 
§ 232.42 should apply to section 
402{a}(43 )(Bifait}. 

(4) Where the individual irved apart 
from his or her parent or legal guardian 
for a period of at east one year before 
either the birth of the dependent chiid or 
date of application for assistance 


(section 4020} 43} BY (iv}). Bt 4s the 
ibility of fhe State agency to 
confirm this and docement its findings 
inthe case file. 
(5) Where the State ageacy otherwise 
determines, in accordance with Federal 
reguiations, that there.is good cause for 
we ving this requirement {section 
40H.2)(43) BY v)). Neither the statute nor 
its legislative history specifies the types 
of circumstances that would warrant a 
good cause waiver by the State. In order 
not to restrict State discretion in this 
area, we propose in new § 223.167{c} to 
permit States to specify other reasons 


- for finding that geod cause exists fora 


minor parent to receive AFDC while 
living apart from the household of a 
parent, legal guardian, or other adult 
relaiive, or an adult-supervised 
supportive living arrangement. States 
wishing to exempi recipients under this 
provision of the Act would need to 
submit a State plan amendment setting 
forth the circumstances fhe State 
intends to recognize. 


Authorization for American Samea to 
Participate in AFDC (Sections 201.1(g), 
205.43(a), 205.44fb), 205.44(c), and 

205.44(e) of the Proposed Regulations) 

Section 601 of the new Jaw amends 
certain sections of the Act to authorize 
American Samoa to participate in the 
AFDC program. Section 1101 of the Act 
has been amended by adding American 
Samea to the fist of jurisdictions 
included in the definition of “State” as it 
applies to the AFDC program under fitle 
IV-A. Accordingly, we propose to revise 
the regulation at § 201.1[g} to implement 
this amendment. 

Sections 403({a)(1) and 403{a}(2} of the 
Act have aise been amended to add 
American Samea te the list of 
jurisdictions that may receive AFDC 
assistance payments through use of the 
Federai funding formula specifically 
designated fer Guam, Puerto Rico and 
the Virgin Islands. Additionally, section 
1168 of the Act has been amended to 
incerperate a fiscal year Federal 
payment ceiling Foster Care and 
Adoption Assistance programs under 
titles IV-A and IV-E respectively. 

Section 1118 of the Act, which 
provides an alternative Federal method 
of computing assistance payment 
expenditures, has been amended to add 
American Samoa to.the territorial 
jurisdictions that are subject to the 75 
percent Federal financiel participation 
(FFP) matching rate. This 75 percent 
matching rate applies solely te AFDC 
assistance payment expenditures. 

Amendments to sections 403{i) and 
403(j} of the Act include American 
Samoa within the quality control system 
and subject it to the same error rate 


tolerances, sanctiens, and incentives 

that are applicable to ‘Guam, Puerto 

Rico, and ‘the Virgin islands. We 
propose to revise ‘the regulations at 

§§ 205.43(a), 205.44(b}, 205.44(c}, and 

205.44(e} accordingly to implement these 

amendments. 


Responsibilities of the State (Sections 
204.3 and 2322(a) of the Proposed 
Regulations) 

Section 604 of the new law provides 
that the State agency is responsible for - 
assuring that the bénefits and services 
available under tifles 1V-A, IV-D, and 
IV-¥ are furnished in an integrated 
manner. {t further provisions that the 
State shall ensure that all AFDC 
applicants and recipients are 
encouraged, assisied, and required to 
cooperate in the establishment of 
— and the enforcement of child 

upport obligations, and are notified of 
a paternity establishment and child 
support services for which they may be 
eligible. We propose to revise the 
regulations at §§ 204.3 and 232.2{a) 
accordingly to implement these 
amendments. The responsibilities of the 
State in this area for the JOBS program 
are specified al § 250.40{b) (54 FR 15638, 
15682 (1989}) of the proposed JOBS 
r 


Regulatery Procedures 
Executive Order 12291 


These proposed regulations have been 
reviewed under Executive Order 12201 
and de not meet any of the criteria for a 
major regulation. Therefore, a regulatory 
impact analysis is not required because 
these regulations will not: {1} Have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; {2} impose a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or focal government 
agencies or geographic regions; or (3) 
result in significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. In addition, 
these regulations adhere to the general 
requirements for ail rulemaking in 
section 2 of Executive Order 12291. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 


This rufe does not require any 
informatien collection activities and, 
therefore, no approvals are necessary 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


We certify thet these reguiations, if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
impact on a substantial number of small 
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entities because they primarily affect 
State governments and individuals. 
Therefore, a regulatory flexibility 
analysis as provided in Public Law 96- 
354, The Regulatory Flexibility Act, is 
not required. 


Federalism and Family Effects 


We certify that this notice of proposed 
rulemaking has been assessed using the 
criteria and principles set forth in 
Executive Orders 12606 and 12612. 


Analysis Required by Executive Order 
12612 on Federalism 


One requirement of the Family 
Support Act is that all States implement 
an Aid to Families With Department 
Children Unemployed Parent Program 
(AFDC-UP). Prior to enactment of the 
new law, States had the option to 
choose whether to operate an AFDC-UP 
program. The requirement has a 
significant effect on States because it 
mandates that all States address the 
problem of unemployment in low 
income families, which is national in 
scope. 


Analysis Required by Executive Order 
12606 on the Family 


The Family Support Act permits 
States the option to require, as a 
condition of eligibility, that individuals 
under age 18 who have never married 
and have a dependent child in their care 
(or who are eligible as pregnant women) 
live in the residence of a parent, legal 
guardian, other adult relative, or in an 
adult-supervised supportive living 
arrangement such as a foster care or 
maternity home. This provision has a 
significant beneficial impact on the 
family because it supports the 
traditional family function of providing 
adult-supervised care and control of 
children until they reach the age-of 
majority. Prior to the enactment of the 
new law, minor parents could move 
away from their family homes and 
receive AFDC in an independent living 
arrangement. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs 13.780. Assistance Payments— 
Maintenance Assistance.) 


List of Subjects 
45 CFR Part 201 


Grant programs, social programs, 
Guam, Public assistance programs, 
Puerto Rico, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Virgin 
Islands. 


45 CFR Part 204 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Grant programs, social 
programs, Public assistance programs. 


45 CFR Part 205 


‘Computer technology, Grant 
programs, social programs, Privacy, 
Public assistance programs, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements, 
Wages. 


45 CFR Part 232 


Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children, Child support, Grant programs, 
social programs. 


45 CFR Part 233 


Aliens, Grant programs, social 
programs, Public assistance programs, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Dated: May 1, 1990. 

Jo Anne B. Barnhart, 
Assistant Secretary for Family Support. 

Approved: May 10, 1990. 

Louis W. Sullivan, 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 

Accordingly, chapter Il, title 45, Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended as 
set forth below: 


PART 201—GRANTS TO STATES FOR 
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 


.1. The authority citation for part 201 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sections 402(a)(5), 403, 1101, 
1102, and 1116 of the Social Security Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 602(a)(5), 603, 1301, 1302, 
and 1316). 


2. Section 201.1 is amended by 
revising paragraph (g) to read as 
follows: 


§ 201.1 General definitions. 


* * * = 


(g) State means the several States, the 
District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, and American 
Samoa. The term “State” with respect to 
American Samoa applies solely to the 
Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children (AFDC) program under title 
IV-A of the Act. 


* * * * * 


PART 204—GENERAL 
ADMINISTRATION—SOCIAL AND 
REHABILITATION SERVICE GRANT 
PROGRAMS 


1. The authority citation for part 204 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sections 402({a)(5), 402(a)}(44), 
and 1102 of the Social Security Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 602(a)(5), 602{a)(44) and 
1302) and Sections 1, 5, 6, and 7 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1953, 67 Stat. 
631. 


2. Part 204 is amended as follows: 


. made by States after 


A. The Table of Contents in part 204 is 
amended by adding § 204.3 and will 
read as follows: 


PART 204—GENERAL 
ADMINISTRATION—FAMILY SUPPORT 
ADMINISTRATION GRANT PROGRAMS 


Sec. 

204.1 Submittal of State plans tor 
Governor's review. 

204.2 State plans—format. 

204.3 Responsibilities of the State. 

204.4 Grant appeais. 


B. Part 204 is amended to add § 204.3 
to read as follows: 


§ 204.3 Responsibilities of the State. 

The State agency shall be responsible 
for assuring that the benefits and 
services available under titles IV-A, [V- 
D, and IV-F are furnished in an 
integrated manner. 


PART 205—GENERAL 
ADMINISTRATION—PUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 


1. The authority citation for part 205 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sections 402(a)(5), 403 and 1102 
of the Social Security Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 602{a)(5}, 603, and 1302). 


2. Section 205.43 is amended by 
revising paragraph (a)(1) as follows: 


§ 205.43 increase in Federal financial 
participation (FFP) for State with low error 
rates. 


(a) s* «¢ # 

(1) This section provides the rules we 
will use to. determine whether we will 
increase the amount of Federal matching 
funds (Federal financial participation or 
FFP) we give to a State and, if so, the 
amount of the increase. Basically, we 
will increase the amount of matching 
funds to States with low error rates in 
their AFDC program as allowed under 
rules in this section. These rules apply 
to all States which have an AFDC 
program through March 31, 1983; 
however, these rules will only apply to 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Island, Guam, and American 
Samoa thereafter. 


* * * * * 


3. Section 205.44 is amended by 
revising the definition of “National 
standard” in paragraph ({b) and revising 
paragraphs (c) and (e) as follows: 

§ 205.44 Reduction In Federal financial 
participation (FFP) for incorrect payments 
September 1984. 


* * * * * 


(b) Definitions. - 


* * * + 





National standard means a four 
percent payment error rate for Guam, 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, 
American Samoa, and a three percent 
payment error rate for all other States. 

(c) General. In these rules we are 
establishing national standards of four 
percent for Guam, Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, and American Samoa 
and three percent for all other States for 
incorrect payments in the AFDC 
program. These standards will be used 
to measure performance of the States in 
each annual assessment period. 


* * * * * 


(e) Cost of determining an error rate 
for States other than Guam, Puerto Rico, 
the Virgin Islands, and American 
Samoa. In any case where it is 
necessary for us to determine a State's 
error rate for a fiscal year because the 
State fails to cooperate with us by not 
providing the information required of the 
State in accordance with § 205.40 of this 
part, the following procedure will apply. 
Pursuant to section 403(1)}(3)(A) of the 
Act, notwithstanding any other 
provision of this chapter; total payments 
to a State under section 403(a)(3) for the 
proper and efficient administration of 
the State plan shall be reduced by the 
amount necessary (deducted without 
regard to any other reduction under this 
section) to offset all expenditures the 
Federal government has incurred in 
order to determine the State’s error rate 
for any fiscal year in which that State 
has failed to provide the necessary error 
rate data. All amounts, both direct and 
indirect expenditures, shall be deducted 
generally no later than the second 
quarter following the quarter in which 
the costs of compiling data for 
determining the State's error rate are 
available. 


* * * * * 


PART 232—SPECIAL PROVISIONS 
APPLICABLE TO TITLE IV-A OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 


1. The authority citation for part 232 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sec. 1102 of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1302). 


2. Section 232.2 is amended by 
revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 


§ 232.2 Child support program; State pian 
requirements. 


The State plan must specify that the 
State: 

(a) Has in effect a plan approved . 
under part D of title IV of the Act that, 
consistent with the provisions of this 
title, ensures that all applicants for and 
recipients of AFDC are encouraged, 


assisted, and required to cooperate in 
the establishment of paternity and the 
enforcement of child support 
obligations, and are notifed of the 
paternity establishment and child 
support services for which they may be 
eligible; and ‘ 


* * * * 


PART 233—COVERAGE AND 
CONDITIONS OF ELIGIBILITY IN 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 


1. The authority citation for part 233 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sections 1, 402, 406, 407, 1002, 
1102, 1402, and1602 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 301, 602, 606, 607, 1202, 1302, 1352, 
and 1382 note), an Section 6 of Pub. L. 94-114, 
89 Stat. 579; Part XXIII of Pub. L. 97-35, 95 
Stat. 843; Pub. L. 97-248, 96 Stat. 324; Pub. L. 
99-603, 100 Stat. 3359; and Section 221 of Pub. 
L. 98-181, as amended by Section 102 of Pub. 
L. 98-479 (42 U.S.C. 602 note). 


2. Section’ 233.20 is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a)(3)({iv)(E) and 
(a)(3)(xiii), removing paragraph 
(a)(6)(ix), revising paragraphs 
(a)(11)(i)(B) through (a)(11)(i)(D), 
revising paragraph (a)({11)(ii)(B), and 
adding paragraph (a)(11)(vii) to read as 
follows: 


§ 233.20 Need and amount of assistance. 

(a) **# * 

(3) *z*** 

{iv) *** 

(E) For AFDC, income tax refunds, but 
such payments shall be considered as 
resources; and 


* * * * * 


(xiii) Under the AFDC plan, provide 
that no assistance unit is eligible for aid 
in any month in which the unit’s income 
(other than the assistance payment) 
exceeds 185 percent of the State’s need 
standard (including special needs) for a 
family of the same composition 
(including special needs), without 
application of the disregards in 
paragraph (a)(11)(i) (except to the extent 
provided for under paragraph 
(a)(3)(xix)), paragraph (a)(11){ii) and 
paragraph (a){11)(vii) of this section. 

(11) sn & 

(i) zane 

(B) The first $90. 

(C) Where appropriate, an amount 
equal to $20 plus one-third of the earned 
income not already disregarded under 


- paragraphs (a)(11)(i), (a)(11)(v) and 


(a)(11)}{vi) of this section of an individual 
who received assistance in one of the 
four prior months. 

(D) An amount equal to the actual 
cost for the care of each dependent child 
or incapacitated adult living in the same 
home and receiving AFDC, but not to 
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exceed $175 for each dependent child 
who is at least age two or each 
incapacitated adult; and not to exceed 
$200 for each dependent child who is 
under age two. For individuals not 
engaged in full-time employment or not 
employed throughout the month, the 
$175 and $200 disregard limits may be 
applied, or the State agency may 
establish disregard limits less than $175 
and $200. 

(ii) * * 

(B) Disregard from any other 
individual’s earned income the amounts 
specified in paragraphs (a)(11)(i)(B) and 
(a)(11)(i)(D) of this section, and $30 plus 
one-third of the individual's earned 
income not already disregarded under 
paragraphs (a)(11){ii) and (a)(11)(v) of 
this section. However, the State may not 
provide the one-third portion of the 
disregard to an individual after the 
fourth consecutive month (any month for 
which the unit loses the $30 plus one- 
third disregard because of a provision in 
paragraph (a)(11)(iii) of this section, 
shall be considered as one of these 
months) it has been applied to the 
individual's earned income and may not 
apply the $30 disregard after the eighth 
month following the fourth consecutive 
month (regardless of whether the $30 
disregard was actually applied in those 
months) unless twelve consecutive 
months have passed during which the 
individual is not a recipient of AFDC. If 
income from a recurring source resulted 
in suspension or termination due to an 
extra paycheck, the month of 
ineligibility does not interrupt the 
accumulation of consecutive months of 
the $30 plus one-third disregard, nor 
does it count as one of the consecutive 
months. 


* * * * * 


(vii) Disregard as income the amount 
of any earned income tax credits 
received by an applicant or recipient, 
except in the 185 percent of need 
determination under paragraph 
(a)(3)(xiii) of this section. This disregard 
applies to any advance earned income 
tax credit payment made to a family by 
an employer and any earned income tax 
credit payment made as a refund of 
Federal income taxes. Earned income 
tax credits (advance payments or tax 
refunds) become countable resources if 
retained after the month of receipt. 


3. Section 233.100 is amended by 
adding paragraph (d) to read as follows: 


§ 233.100 Dependent chiidren of 
unemployed parents. 

(d) For all States (other than Puerto 
Rico, American Samoa, Guam, and the 
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Virgin Islands) the provisions of this 
section are repealed as of October 1, 
1990. For Puerto Rico, American Samoa, 
Guam, and the Virgin Islands, the 
provisions of this section are repealed 
as of October 1, 1992. 

4. Section 233.101 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 233.101 Dependent children of 
unemployed parents. 

(a) Requirements for State Plans. 
Effective October 1, 1990, (for Puerto 
Rico, American Samoa, Guam, and the 
Virgin Islands, October 1, 1992) a State 
plan must provide for payment of AFDC 
for children of unemployed parents. A 
State plan under title IV-A for payment 
of such aid must: 

(1) Include a definition of an 
unemployed parent who is the principal 
earner which shall apply only to 
families determined to be needy in 
accordance with the provisions in 
§ 233.20. Such definition must include 
any such parent who: 

(i) Is employed less than 100 hours a 
month; or 

(ii) Exceeds that standard for a 
particular month, if the work is 
intermittent and the excess is of a 
temporary nature as evidenced by the 
fact that he or she was under the 100- 
hour standard for the prior 2 months and 
is expected to be under the standard 
during the next month; except that at the 
option of the State, such definition need 
not include a principal earner who is 
unemployed because of participation in 
a labor dispute {other than a strike) or 
by reason of conduct or circumstances 
which result or would result in 
disqualification for unemployment 
compensation under the State's 
unemployment compensation law. 

2) Include a definition of a dependent 
child which shall include any child of an 
unemployed parent (as defined by the 
State pursuant to paragraph (a}(1) of this 
section) who would be, except for the 
fact that his parent is not dead, absent 
from the home, or incapacitated, a 
dependent child under the State's plan 
approved under section 402 of the Act. 

(3) Provide for payment of aid with 
respect to any dependent child (as 
defined by the State pursuant to 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section) when 
the conditions set forth in paragraphs 
(a)(3)(i), (a)(3){ii), (a)(3)(iii) and 
(a)(3){vii) of this section are met. 

(i) His or her parent who is the 
principal earner has been unemployed 
for at least 30 days prior to the receipt of 
such aid; 

(ii) Such parent has not without good 
cause, within such 30-day period prior to 
the receipt of such aid, refused a bona 
fide offer of employment or training for 


employment. Before it is determined that 
such parent has refused a bona fide 
offer of employment or training for 
employment without good cause, the 
agency must make a determination that 
such offer was actually made. {In the 
case of offers of employment made 
through the public employment or 
manpower agencies, the determination 
as to whether the offer was bona fide, or 
whether there was good cause to refuse 
it, will be made by that office or 
agency.) The parent must be given an 
opportunity to explain why such offer 
was not accepted. Questions with 
respect to the following factors must be 
resolved: 

(A) That there was a definite offer of 
employment at wages meeting any 
applicable minimum wage requirements 
and which are customary for such work 
in the community; 

(B) Any questions as to the parent's 
inability to engage in such employment 
for physical reasons or because he has 
no way to get to or from the particular 
job; and 

(C) Any questions of working 
conditicns, such as risks to health, 
safety, or lack of worker's compensation 
protection. 

(iii) Such parent: 

(A) Has six or more quarters of work 
(as defined in paragraph (a)(3}(iv) of this 
section), within any 13-calendar-quarter 
period ending within one year prior to 
the application for such aid, or 

(B) Within such 1-year period, 
received unemployment compensation 
under an unemployment compensation 
law of a State or of the United States, or 
was qualified under the terms of 
paragraph (a)(3)(v) of this section for 
such compensation under the State’s 
unemployment compensation law. 

(iv) A “quarter of work” with respect 
to. any individual means a period (cf 3 
consecutive calendar months ending on 
March 31, June 30, September 30, or 
December 31): (A) In which an 
individual received earned income of 
not less than $50 (or which is a “quarter 
of coverage” as defined in section 
213(a)(2) of the Social Security Act) or, if 
the State has an approved JOBS plan 
pursuant to § 250.20 of this chapter, 
participated in a program under part 250 
of this chapter; or (B) at State option, in 
one or more subdivisions of the State, in 
which he or she attended, full-time, an 
elementary school, a secondary school, 
or a vocational or technical training 
course that is designed to prepare the 
individual for gainful employment, or in 


-which the individual participated in an 


educational or training program 
established under the Job Training. 
Partnership Act, provided that an 
individual may qualify for no more than 


four quarters of work under this option 
over his or her lifetime. 

(v) An individual shall be deemed 
“qualified” for unemployment 
compensation under the State's 
unemployment compensation law if he 
or she would have been eligible to 
receive such benefits upon filing an 
application, or he performed work not 
covered by such law, which, if it had 
been covered, would (together with any 
covered work he performed) have made 
him eligible to receive such benefits 
upon filing an application. 

(vi)(A) The “parent who is the 
principal earner” means, in the case of 
any child, whichever parent, in a home 
in which both parents of such child are 
living, earned the greater amount of 
income in the 24-month period the last 
month of which immediately precedes 
the month in which an application if 
filed for aid under this part on the basis 
of the unemployment of a parent. If the 
State cannot secure primary evidence of 
earnings for this period, the State shall 
designate the principal earner, using the 
best evidence available. The earnings of 
each parent are considered in 
determining the principal earner 
regardless of when their relationship 
began. The principal earner so defined 
remains the principal earner for each 
consecutive month for which the family 
receives such aid on the basis of such 
application. This requirement applies to 
both new applicants and current AFDC 
unemployed parent families who were 
eligible and receiving aid prior to 
October 1, 1981. 

(B) If both parents earned an identical 
amount of income (or earned no income) 
in such 24-month period, the State shall 
designate which parent shall be the 
principal earner. 

(vii) The parent who is the principal 
earner (unless exempt under § 250.30) 
has met the requirements for 
participation in a program under part 
250 of this chapter. 

(4) Provide for entering into 
cooperative arrangements with the State 
agency responsible for administering or 
supervising the administration of 
vocational education to assure 
maximum utilization of available public 
vocational education services and 
facilities in the State to encourage the 
retraining of individuals capable of 
being retrained. 

(5) Provide for the denial of such aid 
to any such dependent child or the 
relative specified in section 406(a}(1) of 
the Act with whom such child is living. 

(i) If and for so long as such child's 
parent who is the principal earner, 
unless exempt under § 250.30 (b) of this 
chapter, is not currently participating (0 





34304 


availabie for participation) in a program 
under part 250 of this chapter, or, if he is 
exempt under § 250.30(b)(5) of this 
chapter, is not registered with a public 
employment office in the State, and 

(ii) With respect to any week for 
which such child's parent qualifies for 
unemployment compensation under an 
unemployment compensation law of the 
State or of the United States but refuses 
to apply for or accept such 
unemployment compensation. 

(6) Provide that an unemployed 
principal earner must indicate his or her 
desire to participate in the JOBS 
program under part F pursuant to 
§ 250.40 of this chapter. 

(7) Provide that medical assistance 
will be furnished under the State's 
approved pian under title XIX during 
any month in which an otherwise 
eligible individual is denied assistance 
solely by reason of the time limitation 
provided under paragraph (b)(3) of this 
section. 

(8) Establish an approved program for 
providing education, training, and 
employment services, to assist parents 
denied assistance by reason of the time 
limitation for providing AFDC-U?P as set 
forth in paragraph (b)(3) of this section. 
Under such a program, the State must 
notify each such family of the 
availability of a program of employment 
preparation in which the family may 
participate in an activity under the JOBS 
program under part 250 of this chapter 
or a State-designed program of: (i) 
Education and instruction for 
individuals who have not graduated 
from a secondary school or obtained an 
equivalent degree, (ii) training whereby 
an individual acquires market-oriented 
skills necessary for self-support, and (iii) 
employment services which seek to 
place individuals in jobs. 

(9) The State has the option of 
providing necessary supportive services 
associated with an individual's 
participation in a State-designed non- 
JOBS program (as described in 
paragraphs (a)(8) (i), (ii), and (iii) of this 
section. Federal financial participation 
is available under sections 403 (k) and 
(1) of the Social Security Act. The 
regulations at part 255 of this chapter 
apply to such supportive services. 

(10) The State must guarantee child 
care as necessary for an individual to 
participate in an approved State- 
designed non-JOBS program. Approval 
criteria will be specified in the State’s 
supportive services plan. The 
regulations at part 255 of this chapter 
apply to such care. 

(b) State Plan Options. A State plan 
under title IV-A may: 

(1) Require the principal earner or 
both parents to participate in an activity 


in the JOBS program under part 250 of 
this chapter, subject to the limitations 
and conditions of part 250 of this 
chapter, provided that the participation 
of each parent in all required activities 
under the JOBS program does not 
exceed 40 hours per week, per parent. 

(2) Provide cash assistance to parents 
required to participate in an activity in 
the JOBS program under part 250 of this 
chapter (as provided in paragraph (b)(1) 
of this section) after the performance of 
assigned program activities so long as 
the State: 

(i) Makes assistance payments at 
regular intervals at least monthly, 

(ii) Prescribes a set of reasonable 
goals or standards for each assigned 
activity in the JOBS program which must 
be completed by the participant prior to 
payment, and 

(iii) Prior to, or concurrent with, 
assignment to an activity, notifies the 
participant of the prescribed goals or 
standards and that payment will be 
withheld until performance of the 
assigned activity. 

(3) Limit the number of months that a 
family may receive AFDC-UP under this 
section when the following conditions 
are met: 

(i) The State did not have on 
September 26, 1988 an approved AFDC- 
UP program under section 407 of the 
Social Security Act. 

(ii) The family received such aid (on 
the basis of the unemployment of the 
parent who is the principal earner) in at 
least 6 of the preceding 12 months. 

(iii) The State has in effect a program 
for providing education, training, and 
employment services to assist parents in 
preparing for and obtaining employment 
as described in paragraph (a)(8) of this 
section. 

(iv) The State must inform an AFDC- 
UP family at the time of application that 
AFDC-UP cash assistance will 
terminate due to a time limitation, that 
any family with a child who is (or 
becomes) deprived due to the death, 
continued absence, or incapacity of a 
parent may receive cash assistance 
under the AFDC program during the 
time limitation for AFDC-UP, and that 
programs of training, education, and 
employment services are available to 
prepare the family to become self- 
supporting. 

(v) Prior to termination due to a time 
limitation, the State must notify an 
AFDC-UP recipient family of the 
earliest month that it may receive 
AFDC-UP cash assistance again. This 
notification may be included in the 
notice of proposed action which is 
required pursuant to § 205.10(a)(4) of 
this chapter. To receive assistance 
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again, the family must make a new 
application. 

(vi) In establishing eligibility upon re- 
application following months of 
nonpayment due to the time limitation, 
an otherwise eligible family that does 
not receive aid in a month solely by 
reason of the option to limit assistance 
under this paragraph shall be deemed, 
for purposes of determining the period 
under paragraph (a)(3)(iii)(A) of this 
section, to be receiving AFDC in that 
month. This provision also applies if, at 
the time of the family’s original 
application for assistance, eligibility 
was established based on the provisions 
of paragraph (a)(3)(iii)(B) of this section, 
but eligibility could have been 
established based on the provisions of 
paragraph (a)(3)(iii)(A) of this section. 

(c) Federal financial participation. (1) 
Federal financial participation is 
available in payments authorized in 
accordance with the State plan 
approved under section 402 of the Act as 
aid to families with dependent children 
with respect to a child: 

(i) Who meets the requirements of 
section 406(a)(2) of the Act; 

(ii) Who is living with any of the 
relatives specified in section 406(a)(1) of 
the Act in a place of residence 
maintained by one or more of such 
relatives as his (or their) own home; 

(iii) Who has been deprived of 
parental support or care by reason of 
the fact that his or her parent who is the 
principal earner is employed less than 
100 hours a month; or exceeds that 
standard for a particular month if his or 
her work is intermittent and the excess 
is of a temporary nature as evidenced 
by the fact that he cr she was under the 
100-hour standard for 2 prior months 
and is expected to be under the 
standard during the next month; 

(iv) Whose parent who is the principal 
earner (A) has six or more quarters of 
work (as defined in paragraph (a)(3)(iv) 
of this section) within any 13-calendar- 
quarter period ending within 1 year prior 
to the application for such aid, (B) 
within such 1-year period, received 
unemployment compensation under an 
unemployment compensation law of a 
State or of the United States, or was 
qualified (under the terms of paragraph 
(a)(3}(v) of this section) for such 
compensation under the State’s 
unemployment compensation law; and 

(v) Whose parent who is the principal 
earner (A) is currently participating in or 
available to participate in an activity in 
the JOBS program under part 250 of this 
chapter unless exempt, or is registered 
with the public employment office in the 
State if exempt from the JOBS program 
under § 250.30(b)(5) of this chapter; and 
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(B) has not refused to apply for or accept 
unemployment compensation with 
respect to any week for which such 
child's parent qualifies for 
unemployment compensation under an 
unemployment compensation law of the 
State or of the United States. 

(2) The State may not include in its 
claim for Federal financial participation 
payments made as aid under the plan 
with respect to a child who meets the 
conditions set forth in paragraph (c)(1) 
of this section, where such payments 
were made: 

(i) For any part of the 30-day period 
specified in paragraph (a)(3)(i) of this 
section; ' 

(ii) For such 30-day period if during 
that period the parent refused without 
good cause a bona fide offer of 
employment or training for employment; 

(iii) For any period beginning with the 
3ist day after the receipt of aid, if and 
for as long as no action is taken during 
the period to undertake appropriate 
steps directed toward the participation 
of the parent who is the principal earner 
in a program under part 250 of this 
chapter; 

(iv) To the extent that such payments 
are made to meet the need of an 
individual who is subject to a sanction 
imposed under part 250 of this chapter 
(for failure to meet the requirements for 
participation in the JOBS program). 

5. Anew § 233.107 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 233.107 Restriction in payment to 
households headed by a minor parent. 

(a) State plan requirements. A State in 
its title IV-A State plan may provide 
that a minor parent and the dependent 
child in his or her care must reside in the 


household of a parent, legal guardian, or 
other adult relative, or in an adult- 
supervised supportive living 
arrangement in order to receive AFDC 
unless: 

(1) The minor parent has no living 
parent or legal guardian whose 
whereabouts is known; 

(2) No living parent or legal guardian 
of the minor parent allows the minor 
parent .to live in his or her home; 

(3) The minor parent lived apart from 
his or her parent or legal guardian fora 
period of at least one year before either 
the birth of the dependent child or the 
parent's having made application for 
AFDC; 

(4) The physical or emotional health 
or safety of the minor parent or 
dependent child would be jeopardized if 
they resided in the same residence with 
the minor parent’s parent or legal 
guardian; 

(5) There is otherwise good cause for 
the minor parent and dependent child to 
receive assistance while living apart 
from the minor parent's parent, legal 
guardian, or other adult relative, or an 
adult-supervised supportive living 
arrangement. 

(b) A//egations. If a minor parent 
makes allegations supporting the 
conclusion that paragraph (a)(4) of this 
section applies, the State agency shall 
determine whether it is justified. 

(c) Good Cause. The circumstances 
justifying a determination of good cause 


- must be set forth in the State plan. 


(d) Protective Payments. When a 
minor and his or her dependent child are 
required to live with the minor parent's 
parent, legal guardian, or other adult 
relative, or in an adult-supervised 
supportive living arrangement, then 
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AFDC is paid (where possible) inthe * 
form of a protective payment. 

(e) Definitions. For purposes of this 
section: 

(1) A minor parent is an individual 
who (i) is under the age of 18, (ii) has 
never been married, and (iii) is either 
the natural parent of a dependent child 
living in the same household or eligible 
for assistance paid undef the State plan 
to a pregnant woman as provided in 
§ 233.90(c)(2)(iv). 

(2) A household of a parent, legal 
guardian, or other adult relative, means 
the place of residence of (i) a natural or 
adoptive parent or a stepparent, or (ii) a 
legal guardian as defined by the State, 
or (iii) another individual who is age 18 
or over and related to the minor parent 
as specified in § 233.90(c)(1}(v), provided 
that the residence is maintained as a 
home for the minor parent and child as 
provided in § 233.90(c)(1)(v)(B). 

(3) An adult-supervised supportive 
living arrangement means a private 
family setting or other living 
arrangement (not including a public 
institution), which (i) is approved by the 
State agency or certified by a private 
non-profit organization as suitable for 
the care of minors and (ii) is maintained 
as a family setting, as evidenced by the 
assumption of responsibility for the care 
and control of the minor parent and 
dependent child or the provision of 
supportive services, such as counseling, 
guidance, or supervision. For example, 
foster homes and maternity homes are 
“adult-supervised supportive living 
arrangements.” 

{FR Doc. 90-19785 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
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In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act of October 6, 
1972, (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776), 
the Cooperative State Research Service 
announces the following meeting: 

Name: Committee of Nine. 

Date: September 12-14, 1990. 

Time: 8:30 a.m.-5 p.m. 

Place: Christiana Hilton Inn, 100 
Continental Avenue, Newark, Delaware 
19713. 

Type of Meeting: Open to the public. 
Persons may participate in the meeting 
as time and space permit. 

Comments: The public may file 
written comments before or after the 
meeting with the contact person listed . 
below. 

Purpose: To evaluate and recommend 
proposals for cooperative research on 
problems that concern agriculture in two 
or more States, and to make 
recommendations for allocation of 
regional research funds appropriated by 
Congress under the Hatch Act for 
research at the State Agricultural 
Experiment Stations. ‘ 

Contact Person for Agenda and More 
Information: Dr. John A. Naegele, 
Executive Secretary, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Cooperative State Research 
Service, Room 328, Aerospace Building, 
Washington, DC 20250-2200, Telephone: 
202-401-4587. 


Done at Washington, DC this 15th day of 
August, 1990. 


Jobn Patrick Jordan, 


Administrator, Cooperative State Research 
Service. 


[FR Doc. 90-19806 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-22-M 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 


New York State Advisory Committee; 
Public Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Rules:and Regulations of the U.S. 
Commission on Civil Rights, that a 
meeting of the New York State Advisory 
Committee to the Commission will be 
convened at 9 a.m. on Monday, October 
29, 1990, in Conference Room 31 of the 
T.J. Dulski Federal Building, 111 West 
Huron Street, Buffalo, New York. The 
purpose of the meeting is to discuss the 
status of the agency, and hold two 
forums, the first, starting at 9:15 a.m., on 
long-term shelter and nursing care of the 
minority elderly in Greater Buffalo, and 
the second, starting at 1:30 p.m., on 
implementing the 1988 Fair Housing 
Amendments Act. 

Persons desiring additional 
information, or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact 
Committee Chairman Walter Y. Oi-(716/ 
275-4991) or John f. Binkley, Director of 
the Eastern Regional Division, at (202/ 
523-5264; TDD 202/376-8117}. Hearing 
impaired persons who will attend the 
meeting and require the services of a 
sign language interpreter should contact 
the Eastern Regional Division at least 
five (5) working days before the 
scheduled date of the meeting. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, DC, August 15, 1990. 
Wilfredo J. Gonzalez, 

Staff Director. 
[FR Doc. 90-19707 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of Export Administration 


Computer Peripherals, Components 
and Related Test Equipment Technical 
Advisory Committee; Partially Ciosed 
Meeting 


A meeting of the Computer 
Peripherals, Components and Related 
Test Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee will be held, September 11, 
1990, 9:30 a.m., Herbert C. Hoover 
Building, Room 1617-F, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC. The Committee advises the Office 
of Technology and Policy Analysis with 
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respect to technical questions which 
affect the level of export controls 
applicable to computer peripherals, 
components and related test equipment 
or technology. 


Agenda: General Session 


1. Opening Remarks by the Chairman 
and Commerce Representative. 

2. Introduction of Member and 
Visitors. 

3. Presentation of Papers or Comments 
by the Public. 

4. A Review of the June 29th Changes 
to ECCN 1565A and Their Impact Upon 
Peripherals. 

5. Discussion of Inputs from Industry 
Attendees on Future Regulation 
Changes that May Be Necessary to 
Support Peripheral Products. 

6. Presentation of Papers on Problems 
by Novell and Nashua Corporations. 


Executive Session 


7. Discussion of matters properly 
classified under Executive Order 12356, 
dealing with the U.S. and COCOM 
control programs and strategic criteria 
related thereto. 

The General Session of the meeting 
will be open to the public and a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits, members of the 
public may present oral statements to 
the Committee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. However, in order to 
facilitate distribution of public 
presentation materials to the Committee 
members, the Committee suggests that 
you forward your public presentation 
materials or comments on ECCNs 1572, 
1356, and 1358 by February 28,1990 to | 
the below listed address: 

Ms. Ruth D. Fitts, U.S. Department of 

Commerce/BXA, Office of Technology 

& Policy Analysis, 14th & Constitution 

Avenue, NW., Room 4069A, 

Washington, DC 20230. 

The Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on January 5, 1990, 
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended, 
that the series of meetings or portions of 
meetings of the Committee and of any 
Subcommittees thereof, dealing with the 
classified materials listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552(c)(1) shall be exempt from the 
provisions relating to public meetings 
found in sections 10{a)(1) and (a)(3), of 
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the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 
The remaining series of meetings or 
portions thereof will be open to the 
public. 

A copy of the Notice of Determination 
to close meetings or portions of meetings 
of the Committee is available for public 
inspection and copying in the Central 
Reference and Records Inspection 
Facility, Room 6628, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC. For further 
information or copies of the minutes call 
Ruth D. Fitts, 202-377-4959. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Betty A. Ferrell, 


Director, Technical Advisory Committee Unit, 
Office of Technology and Policy Analysis. 


[FR Doc. 90-19763 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 


International Trade Administration 


Initiation of Antidumping Duty 
Administrative Review 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration, 
Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of initiation of 


antidumping duty administrative review. 


sumMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce has received a request to 
conduct an administrative review of an 
antidumping duty order. In accordance 
with the Commerce Regulations, we are 
initiating this administrative review. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 22, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roland L. MacDonald, Office of 
Antidumping Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone (202) 377-2104. 


‘SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


The Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) has received a timely 
request, in accordance with § 353.22 
(a)(1), (a)(2), and (a)(3) of the 
Department's regulations, for an 
administrative review of an antidumping 
duty order. 


Initiation of Review 

In accordance with § 353.22(c) of the 
Department's regulations, we are 
initiating an administrative review of 
the antidumping duty order. We intend 


to issue the final results of this review 
not later than July 31, 1991. 


Japa 


7/1/89-6/30/90 


Interested parties must submit 
applications for administrative 
protective orders in accordance with 
§ 353.34(b) of the Department's 
regulations. 

This initiation and notice are in 
accordance with section 751(a) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)). 


Dated: August 14, 1990. - 
Joseph A. Spetrini, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Compliance. 
[FR Doc. 90-19761 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


[A-570-003] 


Shop Towels of Cotton From the 
People’s Republic of China 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration, 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of preliminary results of 
antidumping duty administrative review. 


SUMMARY: In response to a request by 
the petitioner, the Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping duty order on shop towels 
of cotton from the People’s Republic of 
China (PRC). The review covers four 
PRC exporters and three Hong Kong- 
based third-country resellers. The period 
of review is October 1, 1987 through 
September 30, 1988. The review 
indicates the existence of dumping 
margins during the period. 

As a result of the review, the 
Department has preliminarily 
determined to assess antidumping duties 
equal to the calculated differences 
between United States price and foreign 
market value. 

Interested parties are invited to 
comment on these preliminary results. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 22, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael J. Ready or Louis I. Apple, 
Office of Antidumping Investigations, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 377-1769, 
respectively. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On March 5, 1990 the Department of 
Commerce (“the Department”) 


published in the Federal (55 FR 
7756) the final results of its most recent 
administrative review (1986-87) of the 
antidumping duty order.on Shop Towels 
of Cotton from the People’s Republic of 
China (48 FR 45277, October 4, 1983). 
The petitioner in the original 
investigation, Milliken & Company, 
requested that we conduct an 
administrative review cov: the 
period from October 1987 to September 
1988, in accordance with § 353.22{a) of 
the Department's Regulations. We 
published the notice of initiation on 
December 5, 1988 (53 FR 48951). The 
Department is now conducting that 
administrative review pursuant to 
section 751 of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(“the Tariff Act”). 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by this review are 
shipments of shop towels of cotton from 
the People’s Republic of China. During 
the review period, cotton shop towels 
were classifiable under iter 366.2840 of 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated. This merchandise is 
currently classifiable under Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule (HTS) item 6307.10.2010. 
The HTS item numbers are provided for 
convenience and Customs purposes. The 
written description remains dispositive. 

The review covers four exporters and 
three third-country resellers for the 
period October 1, 1987 through 
September 30, 1988. The only company 
to answer the Department's 
questionnaire is China National Arts 
and Crafts Import and Export 
Corporation, Tianjin Branch (CNART- 
Tianjin). One firm, China Resources 
Transportation and Godown Co., Ltd., 
had no shipments during the period. 
This firm is not known fo have been a 
manufacturer or exporter of the 
merchandise during or prior to the 
period of investigation and will be 
regarded as a new exporter for any 
shipments after the period. Thé other 
producers and resellers either had no 
sales during the period of review or did 
not respond to the Department's 
questionnaire. 

We have assigned to each firm which 
did not-respond a deposit rate equal to 
the higher of the firm’s deposit rate for 
the prior review period or the rate we 
calculated for the only responding firm 
in this review period. 


United States Price 


In calculating United States price, the 
Department used purchase price, as 
defined in section 772 of the Tariff Act. 
Purchase price was based on the C&F, 
packed price to unrelated purchasers in 
the United States. 





In accordance with the policy set forth 
in our final determination in the 
investigation of carbon steel wire rod 
cer har onal ar a 
we based the deduction for inland 
freight on freight rates in a market 
economy country (India). 

Since the goods were transported 
from China to the United States aboard 
PRC-owned carriers, we based the 


charges 

filed with the United States Federal 
Maritime Commission. 

Foreign Market Value 


We have concluded that the People’s 
Republic of China is a nonmarket 
economy (NME) for purposes of this 
administrative review. As a result, 
section 773(c) of the Tariff Act, as 
amended by the Omnibus Trade and 

itiveness Act of 1988 (‘1988 
Act”), requires the Department to 
determine foreign market value on the 
basis of the value of the factors of 
preduction utilized in producing the 
merchandise. 

The 1988 Act requires the Department 
to select, for purposes of valuing factors 
of production, one or more market 
economy countries that are at a level of 
economic development comparable to 
that of the NME and that are significant 
producers of comparable merchandise. 

Of countries known to produce shop 
towels, we determined that India, 
Pakistan and Indonesia are comparable 
to the PRC in terms of overall economic 
development, based on per capita GNP, 
growth rate in per capita GNP, and 
population and that these countries are 
significant producers of cotton shop 
towels based on the Department's 
import statistics. We calculated FMV 
based on factors of production reported 
by the Chinese producer, CNART- 
Tianjin. We used information regarding 
values of various factors of production 
from India*and Indonesia. The 
Department was unable to collect 
adequate data from Pakistan. 

We chose India as the most 
comparable surrogate on the basis of per 
capita GNP, growth rate in per capita 
GNP, and population. Where possible, 
we obtained information for valuing 
factors of production from publicly 
available sources in India. 

All values assigned to various factors 
were based on Indian prices except for 
factory overhead, general expenses, 
profit, and packing costs for which no 
Indian information was available. Those 
factors were assigned values based on 
data from Indonesia, the only other 
country for which the Department had 
adequate data. 


The components required to produce 
cotton shop towels were reduced to a 
factor representing the quantity needed 
to manufacture one bale of cotton shop 
towels, as reported by CNART-Tianjin. 
The per bale factor was multiplied by 
the value for each component material 
to arrive at a constructed foreign market 
value for a single bale of cotton shop 
towels, which was then compared to 
CNART-Tianjin's U.S. price for a single 
bale of cotton shop towels. Where 
appropriate, the factor values were 
deflated to first quarter 1987 using 
wholesale price indices published by the 
International Monetary Fund. We made 
currency conversions in accordance 
with § 353.60{a) of the regulations. ~ 


Preliminary Results of the Review 


As a result of our comparison of 
United States price to foreign market 
value, we preliminarily determine that 
the following margins exist: 


(CNART Tianifiny ........-....c.cccccsesessecsecnessoes 
China National Native Produce and 


The cash deposit rate for CNART- 
Tianjin, or any other producer or 
exporter of Chinese shop towels will be 
that established in the final results of 
this administrative review. For any 
future entries of this merchandise from a 
new exporter, whose first shipments 
occurred after September 30, 1988, and 
who is unrelated to any reviewed firm 
or any previously reviewed firm, a cash 
deposit of 122.81 percent shall be 
required. This deposit requirement will 
be effective upon publication of our final 
results of this administrative review for 
all shipments of Chinese shop towels 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption on or after that 
publication date, as provided by section 
751(a)(1) of the Tariff Act. This deposit 
requirement, when imposed, shall 
remain in effect until publication of the 
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final results of the next administrative 
review. 


Public Comment 


In accordance with § 353.38 of the 
regulations, case briefs or any other 
written comments in at least ten copies 
must be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration no 
later than 30 days after the date of this 
notice, and rebuttal briefs no later thar 
7 days after case briefs are due. In. 
accordance with § 353.38{b) of the 
regulations, we will hold a public 
hearing, if requested, to afford interested 
parties an opportunity to comment on 
arguments raised in case briefs or 
rebuttal briefs. Interested parties who 
wish to request or participate in a 
hearing must submit a written request to 
the Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Room B-099, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC 20230, within ten days of the 
publication of this notice. Requests 
should contain: (1) The party's name, 
address and telephone number; (2) the 
reasons for attending; (3) a list of the 
issues to be discussed; and (4) the 
number of participants. In accordance 
with § 353.38{b} of the regulafions, an 
interested party may make an 
affirmative oral presentation only on 
arguments included in its briefs. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751{a}{1)} 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a){1)) 
and § 353.22 of the regulations. 


Dated: August 14, 1990. 
Eric I, Garfinkel, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 90-19762 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS- 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Pacific Fishery Management Council; 
Public Meetings 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce. 

The Pacific Fishery Management 
Council’s Limited Entry Amendment 
Drafting and Oversight Committees will 
hold a public meeting on August 27-28, 
1990, in the Council Chamber, on the 
main floor of the Metro Building, 2000 
SW First Avenue, Portland, OR. The 
meeting will begin at 10 a.m., on August 
27 and will adjourn at 5 p.m., on August 
28. 

The Committees will review the 
updated draft of the limited entry 
amendment and draft Supplemental 





Environmental Impact Statement, 
Regulatory Impact Review, and Initial 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (SEIS/ 
RIR/IRFA) decuments {including an 
analysis of alternative minimum landing 
requirements and criteria). 
Recommendations on the possibility of a 
seperate limited entry system for 
southern California will also be 
developed. 

For more information contract 
Lawrence D. Six, Executive Director 
Pacific Fishery Management Council, 
Metro Center, suite 420, 2000 SW First 
Avenue, Portland, OR 97201; telephone: 
(503) 328-6352. 

Dated: August 16, 7990. 

David S. Crestin, 

Deputy Director, Office of Fisheries 
Conservation and Management, National 
Marine fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 90-9738 Filed 8-21~90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-m 


National Technical information 
Service 


Government-Owned Inventions; 
Availability for Licensing 


August 7, 1990. 

The inventions listed below are 
owned by agencies of the 
U.S.Government and are available for 
licensing in the U.S. in accordance with 
35 U.S.C. 207 to achieve expeditious 
commercialization of results of federally 
funded research and development. 
Foreign patents are filed on selected 
inventions to extend market coverage 
for U.S. companies and may also be 
available for licensing. 

Licensing information may be 
obtained by writing to: National 
Technical Information Service, Center 
for Utilization of Federal Technology— 
Patent Licensing, U:S. Department of 
Commerce, P.O. Box 1423, Springfield, 
Virginia 22151. All patent applications 


5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield, 
Virginia 22161 or by telephoning the 
NTIS Sales Desk at (703) 487-4658. 
Issued patents may be obtained from the 
Commissioner of Patents, US. Patent 
and Trademark Office, Washington, DC 
20231. 

Please cite the number and title of 
inventions of interest. 
Douglas J. Campion, 
Patent Licensing Specialist, Center for 
Utilization of Federal Technolagy, National 
Technical Information Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. 


Department of Army 
SN 7-468,338 
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Method to Image High Speed Events 
Using A Standard Video Camera 


Department of Commerce 


SN 7-436,839 
(4,939,744) Method and Apparatus 
for Producing a Phetoepumped VUV 
Laser in kM06+ Ion Containing 
Plasma 
SN 7-471,764 
Smart Clock 


Department of the Intexior 


SN 7-358,049 
(4,933,678) Method of Detecting Oil 
Spills at Sea Using a Shipborne 
Navigational Radar 


Department of Transportation 


SN 7-163,578 
(4,932,908) Energy Efficient 
Asymmetric Pre-Swirl Vane and 
Twisted Propeller Propulsion 
System 


Department of Agriculture 
SN 6-880,360 
(4,939,098) Reactions Between 
Immiscible Fluids 
SN 7-247,547 
(4,931,032) Synergist for the Grape 
Root Borer Pheromone 
SN 7-308,200 
(4,931,933) Application of 
Knowledge-Based System for 
Grading Meat 
SN 7-320,126 
(4,911,913) A Multiple Embedded 
Nuclear Polyhedrosis Virus from 
Celery Looper with Activity Against 
Lepidoptera 
SN 7-330,527 
(4,934,181) Method and Apparatus 
for Testing Materials Using Strain 
and Moisture Sorption 
SN 7-332,901 
(4,937,555) Apparatus and Process 
. for Detection of Insect Infestation in 
an Agricultural Commodity 
SN 7-373,545 
(4,922,701) System for Producing Yar 
SN 7-387,669 
Inhibiting Plant Pathogens with 
Nonantibiotic Antagonistic 


nism{(s) 
SN 7-395,681 
Inhibiting Plant Pathogens with an 
istic Microorganism{s) 
SN 7-447,352 
System for Analyzing Cotton 
SN 7-473,757 
A Plastic Bait Composition for 
Attracting and Killing Crop Pests 
SN 7-491,905 
Temperature Adaptable Textile Fibers 
and Method of Preparing Same 
SN 7-494,004 
Acyl Carrier Protein-1/Protein-A Gene 
Fusion, Products and Methods 


34309 


SN 7-501,638 
A Method for Producing Lilium 


Elegans 
SN 7-501,813 
Biocontrol of Postharvest in Fruit 
SN 7-507,440 
Soil Erodibility Testing 
SN 7-513,480 
Lactose Hydrolysis by Mutant 
Streptococcus Thermiphilus 


SN 7-514,478 
System for Analyzing Entrained 
Solids Such as Cotton or Seed 
SN 7-514,479 
System for Assessing Bee 
Temperament 
SN 7-519,197 
Vegetable Oil-Based Printing Ink 
SN 7-519,514 
A Double Antibody ELISA for HEV 
Antigen and Antibody 
SN 7-525,018 
Insect Detection Using a Pitfall Probe 
Trap Having Vibration Detection . 
SN 7-530,384 
Biological Control of Pestharvest Rots _ 
in Fruits Using Pichia Guilltermondii 
(Anamorph Candida Guilliermondii) 
SN 7-532,294 
Microwave Technique for Single 
Kernel, Seed, Nut, or Fruit Nicietene 
Content Determination 
SN 7-536858 
Monoclonal Antibody immunoassay 
Kit for Avian REV 
SN 7-542,565 
Whipped Topping Formulation 
SN 7-542,566 
Starch Encapsulation of Biologi 
Active Agents by a Continuous 
Process 
[FR Doc. 90-19708 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-04-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Air Force 


USAF Scientific Advisory Board; 
Meeting 


August 10, 1990. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Division Advisory Group (DAG) for 
Aeronautical Systems Division {ASD} 
will meet on 12 September 1990 from 8 
a.m. to 5 pam. and on 13 September 1990 

from 8 a.m. to 3 p.m. at Wright-Patterson 
AFB, OH. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
receive classified briefings and hold 
classified discussions on selected Air 
Force programs. This meeting wiil 
involve discussions of classified defense 
matters listed in section 552b({c) of Title 
5, United States Code, specifically 





subparagraph (1) thereof, and 

accordingly will be closed to the public. 
For further information, contact the 

Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 

(202) 697-4648. 

Patsy J. Conner, 

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. 

[FR Doc. 90-19754 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3910-01-M 


Privacy Act of 1974; Amend a Record 
System 

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force, 
DOD. 

ACTION: Amendment of one record 
system. 


SUMMARY: The Department of the Air 


Force proposes to amend one record 
system in its inventory of record system 
notices subject to. the Privacy Act of 
1974, as amended, (5 U.S.C. 552a). 
DATES: The amended system will be 
effective on or before September 21, 
1990, unless comments are received 
which result in a contrary 
determination. 

ADDRESSES: Send any comments to Mrs. 
Anne Turner, SAF/AAIA, The Pentagon, 
Washington, DC 20330-1000. Telephone 
(202) 697-3491 or Autovon 227-3491. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department of the Air Force record 
system notices subject to the Privacy 
Act of 1974, as amended, (5 U.S.C. 552a), 
have been published in the Federal 
Register as follows: 


50 FR 22332 May 29, 1985 (DoD compilation, 
changes follow) 
50 FR 24672 Jun. 12, 1985 
50 FR 25737 Jun. 21, 1985 
50 FR 46477 Nov. 8, 1985 
50 FR 50337 Dec. 10, 1985 
51 FR 4531 Feb. 5, 1986 
§1 FR 7317 Mar. 3, 1986 
51 FR 16735 May 6, 1986 
51 FR 16927 May 23, 1986 
51 FR 41382 Nov. 14, 1986 
51 FR 44332 Dec. 8, 1986 
52 FR 11845 Apr. 13, 1987 
53 FR 24354 Jun. 28, 1988 
53 FR 45800 Nov. 14, 1983 
53 FR 50072 Dec. 13, 1988 
53 FR 51301 Dec. 21, 1988 
54 FR 10034 Mar. 9, 1989 
54 FR 43450 Oct. 25, 1989 
54 FR 47550 Nov. 15, 1989 
55 FR 21770 May 29, 1990 
55 FR 21900 May 30, 1990 (AF Address 
Directory) 
55 FR 27868 Jul. 6, 1990 
55 FR 28427 Jul. 11, 1990 


This amendment is not within the 
purview of subsection (r) of the Privacy 
Act, as amended, (5 U.S.C. 552a) which 
requires the submission of an altered 
system report. The specific changes to 
the record system being amended are 


set forth below, followed by the system 
notice, as amended, published in its 
entirety. 

Dated: August 9, 1990. 
L. M. Bynum, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 


F125 AF A 


System name: 


F125 AF A—Correction and 
Rehabilitation Records (50 FR 25745, 
June 21, 1985). 


Changes: 


* * * * 


System location: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Chief of Security Police at local 
installation where individual is 
assigned; 3320th Correction and 
Rehabilitation Squadron, Lowry AFB, 
Denver, CO 80230-5000 and subunits; 
and the Air Force Clemepcy and Parole 
Board, Office of the Secretary of the Air 
Force Personnel Council, Pentagon, 
Washington, DC 20330-1000. 

Records may also be at Headquarters, 
United States Ar Force; National 
Personnel Records Center, Civilian 
Personnel Records, 111 Winnebago 
Street, St. Louis, MO 63118-2001; or 
National Personnel Records Center, 
Military Personnel Records, 9700 Page 
Boulevard, St. Louis, MO 63132-2001.” 


Categories of individuals covered by the 
system: 


In first sentence, add the word 
“military” before “criminal conviction.” 


Categories of records in the system: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Prisoner personnel records consisting 
of confinement orders, release orders, 
personal history records, medical 
examiners report, request and receipt 
for health and comfort supplies, 
recommendations for disciplinary 
action, inspection records, prisoner 
classification summaries and records 
pertaining to any clemency/parole 
actions. 

Corrections officers records including 
personal deposit fund records and 
related documents, disciplinary books, 
correction facility blotters and visitor 
registers; requests for interview and 
evaluation reports; prisoner records 


~consisting of daily strength records and 


reports of escaped and returned from 
escaped prisoners. 

Psychological or rehabilitation test 
records. 

Clemency and Parole Board 
decisional documents and related 
records reflecting the action of the 
board, the board’s recommendations to 
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the Secretary and the rationale for 
actions taken or proposed.” 


Authority for maintenance of the 
system: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“10 U.S.C. 8013, Secretary of the Air 
Force: Powers and Duties; delegation by, 
as implemented by Air Force Regulation 
125-18, ‘Operation and Administration 
of Air Force Confinement and 
Correction Programs and Facilities’, and 
Executive Order 9397.” 


Purpose(s) 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“To maintain a life file on the individual 
as a prisoner on an Air Force 
installation, or as an Air Force prisoner 
serving a sentence in a federal prison. 

The records are used to establish 
background for either disciplinary or 
good conduct action as well as general 
administration uses of the records 
concerning health and welfare of the 
individual, as well as clemency and 
parole actions. 

Historical records in microform are 
used as a research data base.” 


Routine uses of records maintained in 
the system including categories of users 
and the purpose of such uses: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Records may be disclosed to Federal, 
state and local law enforcement and 
investigation agencies for investigation 
and possible criminal prosecution, civil 
court actions or regulatory orders, 
confinement/correctional agencies for 
use in the administration of correction 
programs, including custody 
classification, employment, training and 
educational assignments, treatment 
programs, clemency, restoration to duty 
or parole actions, verification of 
offender's criminal records, employment 
records, and social histories. 

The Department of the Air Force 
“Blanket Routine Uses” published at the 
beginning of the agency's compilation of 
record systems apply to this system.” 


* * * * * 


Retrievability: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Retrieved by any or a combination of 
name, Social Security Number (SSN), 
fingerprint classification, unique 3320th 
CRS Arrival Number, or by date of 
board hearing.” 


* * * * * 


Retention and disposal: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Depending on the type of record within 
the system, it is either destroyed after 
release of the prisoner; maintained for 
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one year after the release of the 
individual; or retained in the files at the 
facility in which the individual was 
confined for two years, after which time 
the record is either destroyed or 
transferred to a staging area for two 
additional years, then retired to the 
National Records Center, 


Records pertaining to clemency/ 
parole actions are retained for five years 
after final action. 

After final disposition of prisoner er 
rehabilitee, the records are purged of 
extraneous material and microfiched. 
One copy is maintained by 3320th CRS, 
Program Development and Evaluation 
Branch for 20 years. The original is 
retired to the National Personnel 
Record, Military Personnel Records. The 
original hard copy is kept at the Program 
Development and Evaluation Branch for 
one year and destroyed. Duplicate 
copies of some documents are 
maintained at LTTC/JA for one year for 
individuals separated and for two years 
for people who are retained by the Air 
Force. Air Force Clemency and Parole 
Board records are retained until 
prisoner’s maximum release date.” 


System manager{s) and address: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Installation Chief of Security Police; 
Commander, 3320th Correction and 
Rehabilitatien Squadron, Lowry AFB, 
Denver, CO 80230-5000; and the 
Executive Secretary, Air Force 
Clemency and Parole Board, Office of 
the Secretary of the Air Ferce Personnel 
Council, Pentagon, Washington, DC 
20330-1000. Official mailing addresses 
are published as an appendix to the Air 
Force’s compilation of record system 
notices.” 


Notification procedure: 


Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Individuals seeking to determine 
whether information about themselves 
is contained in this system should 
address written inguiries to the 
Installation Chief of Security Police; 
Installation Staff Judge Advocate; 
Commander of unit to which individual 
was last assigned; or the Commander, 
3320th Correction and Rehabilitation 
Squadron, Lowry AFB, Denver, CO 
80230-5000; or to. the Executive 
Secretary, Air Force Clemency and 
Parole Beard, Office of the Secretary of 
the Air Force Personnel Council, 
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20330-1000. 
Official mailing addresses are published 
as an appendix to the Air Force's 
compilation of record system notices.” 


* i * 


Record source categories: 

Delete entire entry and replace with 
“Financial and medical institations, 
police and investigative officers, state or 
local government, witnesses or source 
documents. 

installation level confinement 


_ facilities, courts-martial, and court- 


martial reviews, and submissions 
received directly from, or in 

the prisoner.” 

Exemptions claimed for the system: 

Delete entire entry and replace with 
“All portions of this system which fall 
within 5 U.S.C. 552a{j){2) are exempt 
from the following provisions of Title 5 
U.S.C. 552a: Sections {c){3) and [c)[4); 
(d)(1) through (4)(5); (e)(2) and {e)(3); 
(e)(4)(G) and (e)(4)(F1); (e){5); 1M) 

through [f){5); [g){1) through {g)[5}; and 
(h) of the Act. 

An exemption rule for this record 
system has been promulgated in 
accordance with the requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 553{b) (1), (2), and (3), {c) and {e) 
and published in 32 CFR part 806b. For 
additional information contact the 
system manager.” 

Fi25 AFA 


SYSTEM NAME: | 


F125 AF A—Correction and 
Rehabilitation Records. 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Chief of Security Police at local 
installation where individaal is 
assigned; 3320th Correction and 
Rehabilitation Squadron, Lowry AFB, 
Denver, CO 80236-5000 and subunits; 
and the Air Force Clemency and Parole 
Board, Office of the Secretary of the Air 
Force Personnel Council, Pentagon, 
Washington, DC 20330-1008. 

Records may also be at Headquarters, 
United States Air Force; National 
Personnel Records Center, Civilian 
Personnel Records, 111 Winnebago 
Street, St. Louis, MO 63118-2001; or 
National Personnel Records Center, 
Military Personne! Records, 9700 Page 
Boulevard, St. Louis, MO 63132-2001. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

individuals pleced in confinement at 
an installation or federal prison as the 
result of military criminal conviction 
and individuals placed in confinement 
or rehabilitation and assigned to the 
3320th Correction and Rehabilitation 
Squadron, or any detachment of 


‘. operating location. 


CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 
Prisoner personne! records consisting 

of confinement orders, release orders, 

personal history records, medical 


for health and comfort 
recommendations for disciplinary 
action, inspection records, prisoner 
classification summaries and records 
pertaining to any clemency/parole 
actions. 

Corrections officers records including 
personal deposit fund records and... 
related documents, disciplinary books, 
correction facility blotters and visitor 
registers; requests for interview and 
evaluation reports; prisoner records 
consisting of daily strength records and 
reports of erat end returned from 
escaped prisone 

Poychobgbdk es or rehabilitation test 
records. 

Clemency and Parole Board 
decisional documents and related 
records reflecting the action of the 
Board, the Board’s recommendations to 
the Secretary and the rationale for 
actions taken or proposed. 


cthniniibimienticiinatbiotesies 
supplies, 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

10 U.S.C. 8613, Secretary of the Air 
Force: Powers and Duties; delegation by, 
as implemented by Air Force Regulation - 
125-18, Operation and Administration of 
Air Force Confinement and Correction 
Programs and Facilities, and Executive 
Order $397. 


PuRPose(s): 

To maintain a life file on the 
individual as a prisoner en an Air Ferce 
installation, or as an Air Force prisoner 
serving a sentence in a federal prison. 
The records are used to establish 
background for either disciplinary or 
good conduct action as well as general 
administration uses of the records 
concerning health and welfare of the 
individual, as well as clemency and 
parole actions. Historical records in 
microfilm are used as a research data 
base. 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

Records may be disclosed to Federal, 
state and lecal law enforcement and 
investigation agencies for investigation 
and pessible criminal prosecution, civil 
court actions or regulatery orders, 
confinement/correctional agencies for 
use in the administration of correction 
programe, including custody 
classification, employment, training and 
educational assignments, treatment 
programs, clemency, restoration to duty 
or parole ee bpm yen of 
offender's criminal eee 
records, and social histories 

The Department of the Ait Force 
“Blanket Routine Uses” published at the 





beginning of the agency's compilation of 
record systems apply to this system. 


Maintained in file folders, in 
notebooks/binders, in card files, on 
computer and computer output products, 
in microfilm, and as photographs. 


RETRIEVABILITY: 


Retrieved by any or a combination of 
name, Social Security Number (SSN), 
fingerprint classification, unique 3320th 
CRS Arrival Number, or by date of 
board hearing. 


SAFEGUARDS: 

Records are accessed by custodian of 
the record system and by person(s) 
responsible for servicing the record 
system in performance of their official 
duties. Records are stored in locked 
cabinets or rooms and controlled by 
visitor registers. 


RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 

Depending on the type of record 
within the system, it is either destroyed 
after release of the prisoner, maintained 
for one year after the release of the 
individual, or retained in the files at the 
facility in which the individual was 
confined for two years, after which time 
the record is either destroyed or 
transferred to a staging area for two 
additional years, then retired to the 
Washington National Records Center, 
Washington, DC 20409-2001 for 
permanent retention. q 

Records pertaining to clemency/ 
parole actions are retained for five years 
after final action. 

After final disposition of prisoner or 
rehabilitee, the records are purged of 
extraneous material and microfiched. 
One copy is maintained by 3320th CRS, 
Program Development and Evaluation 
Branch for 20 years. The original is 
retired to the National Personnel 
Records Center, Military Personnel 
Records. The original hard copy is kept 
at the Program Development and 
Evaluation Branch for one year and 
destroyed. Duplicate copies of some 
documents are maintained at LTTC/JA 
for one year for individuals separated 
and for two years of people who are 
retained by the Air Force. Air Force 
Clemency and Parole Board records are 
retained until prisoner's maximum 
release date. 


SVSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 
Installation Chief of Security Police; 

Commander, 3320th Correction and 

Rehabilitation Squadron, Lowry AFB, 


Denver, CO 80230-5000; and the 
Executive Secretary, Air Force 
Clemency and Parole Board, Office of 
the Secretary of the Air Force Personnel 
Council, Pentagon, Washington, DC 
20330-1000. Official mailing addresses 
are published as an appendix to the Air 
Force's compilation of record system 
notices. 


NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

Individuals seeking to determine 
whether information about themselves 
is contained in this system should 
address written inquiries to the 
Installation Chief of Security Police; or 
the Commander, 3320th Correction and 
Rehabilitation Squadron, Lowry AFB, 
Denver, CO 80230-5000; or to the 
Executive Secretary, Air Force 
Clemency and Parole Board, Office of 
the Secretary of the Air Force Personne! 
Council, Pentagon, Washington, DC 
20330-1000. Official mailing addresses 
are published as an appendix to the Air 
Force's compilation of record system 
notices. 


RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURE: 

Individuals seeking to access records 
about themselves contained in this 
system should address written inquiries 
to the Installation Chief of Security 
Police; or the Commander, 3320th 
Correction and Rehabilitation Squadron, 
Lowry AFB, Denver, CO 80230-5000; or 
to the Executive Secretary, Air Force 
Clemency and Parole Board, Office of 
the Secretary of the Air Force Personnel 
Council, Pentagon, Washington, DC 
20330-1000. Official mailing addresses 
are published as an appendix to the Air 
Force’s compilation of record system 
notices. 


CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 

The Department of the Air Force rules 
for accessing records, and for contesting 
and appealing initial agency 
determinations by the individual 
concerned are published in Air Force 
Regulation 12-35; 32 CFR part 806b; or 
may be obtained from the system 
manager. 


RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

Financial and medical institutions, 
police and investigative officers, state or 
local government, witnesses or source 
documents. 

Installation level confinement 
facilities, courts-martial, and court- 
martial reviews, and submissions 
received directly from, or in behalf of 
the prisoner. 


EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM: 
All portions of this system which fall 


with 5 U.S.C. 552a(j}(2) are exempt from - of 


the following provisions of Title 5 U.S.C. 
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section-552a: Sections (c)(3) and (c)(4); 
(d)(1) through (d)(5); (e){2) and (e)(3); 
(e)(4)(G) and (e)(4)(H). (e)(5); (f)(1) 
through (f)(5); (g)(1) through (g)(5); and 
(h) of the Act. 

An exemption rule for this record 
system has been promulgated in 
accordance with the requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 553(b) (1), (2), and (3), (c) and (e) 
and published in 32 CFR part 806b. For 
additional information contact the 
system manager. 

[FR Doc. 90-19652 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Grants; State of California; 
Environmental Oversight and 
Monitoring Agreement 


AGENCY: Department of Energy. 


ACTION: Intent to negotiate a grant with 
the State of California, Sacramento, 
California. 


SUMMARY: 


Environmental Oversight and 
Monitoring Agreement, 


The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), 
San Francisco Operations Office (SAN), 
intends to negotiate, on a 
noncompetitive basis,agrantfor . 
approximately $12,557,000 with the State 
of California, Sacramento, California. 
This grant will carry the activity through 
September 30, 1996. This action is 
authorized by 42 U.S.C. 7101 et seg. The 
Secretary of Energy announced a Ten 
Point Plan designed to chart a new 
course for the DOE toward full 
accountability in the areas of 
environmental protection and public 
health and safety. California has been 
invited to participate in negotiations 
leading to the execution of a formal 
agreement between California and DOE. 
The objective of the agreement is to 
assure the citizens of California that 
health, safety, and the environment are 
being protected through DOE actions 
and a vigorous program of independent 
monitoring and oversight by the State. 
The agreement provides the State with 
the means to assume a more substantive 
role in overseeing DOE’s Compliance 
with State environmental laws and to 
help it to assure the citizens of - 
California that DOE operations do not 
constitute a health hazard. The authority 
and justification for determination of 
noncompetitive financial assistance is 
DOE Financial Assistance Rules 10 CFR 
600.7(b)(2){i)(C). The applicant is a unit 
government and the activity to be 
supported is related to performance of a 
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governmental function within the 
subject jurisdiction, thereby precluding 
DOE provisions of support to another 
entity. The work definitely meets the 
intent of the Secretary's Ten Point Plan 
and addresses a public need (assuring 
that DOE operations do not constitute a 
health hazard). Public response may be 
addressed to the Contracting 
Representative below: 

CONTACT: U.S. Department of Energy, 
San Francisco Operations Office, 1333 
Broadway, Oakland, CA 94612, Attn: 
Bobbie Vadnais, Contracting Officer, 
415-273-4369. : 


Dated: August 14, 1990. 
Sarah S. Eary, 
Chief, M&O/DP/ER Branch. 
[FR Doc. 90-19798 Filed 8-1-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


intent To Award Financial Assistance 
Grant to Powerfect, Inc. 


AGENCY: U.S. Department cf Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of unsolicited 
application financial assistance award. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 
announces that pursuant to 10 CFR 
600.6(a)(2), it is making a discretionary 
financial assistance award based on 
acceptance of an unsolicited application 
meeting the criteria of 10 CFR 
600.14(e)(1) to Powerfect, Inc., under 
Grant Number DE-FG01-90CE15398. 
The proposed grant will provide funding 
in the estimated amount of $80,263 for 
Powerfect, Inc. to design, develop and 
test a portable tester and test plugs for 
hydraulically testing heat exchanger 
tubes which are capable of 
accommodating higher flow rates with 
different geometries suitable for non- 
power plant feedwater tubes. 

The Department of Energy has 
determined in accordance with 10 CFR 
600.14(f) that the application submitted 
by Powerfect, Inc. is meritorious based 
on the general evaluation required by 10 
CFR 600.14(d) and that the proposed 
project represents a unique idea that 
would not be eligible for financial 
assistance under a recent, current or 
planned solicitation. The invention is a 
unique device for hydraulically testing 
heat exchanger tubes at high pressure. 
To date, this test device has been 
exclusively used in the power industry. 
The inventors are now seeking to extend 
the use of the device to the chemical 
process and oil refining industries. The 
proposed project is not eligible for 
financial assistance under a recent, 
current or planned solicitation because 


the funding program, the Energy-Related 


Inventions Program (ERIP), has been 
structured since its beginning in 1975 to 


operate without competitive 
solicitations because the authorizing 
legislation directs ERIP to provide 
support for worthy ideas submitted by 
the public. The program has never 
issued and has no plans to issue a 
competitive solicitation. 

The anticipated term of the proposed 
grant is twenty-four months from the 
effective date of award. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
U.S. Department of Energy, Office of 
Procurement Operations, ATTN: Scott 
Sheffield, PR-542, 1000 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585. 


Thomas S. Keefe, 

Director, Contract Operations Division “B”, 
Office of Procurement Operations. 

[FR Doc. 90-19801 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Voluntary Agreement and Plan of 
Action to implement international 
Energy Program; Meeting 


In accordance with section 
252(c)(1)(A)(i) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6272(c)(1)(A)(i)), the following meeting 
notice is provided: 

A meeting of the Industry Advisory 
Board (IAB) to the International Energy 
Agency (IEA) will be held on Thursday, 
August 30, 1990, at the OECD, 2 rue 
Andre Pascal, Paris, France, beginning 
at 11:00 a.m. The agenda for the meeting 
is as follows: 

1. Adoption of Agenda. 

2. Impact of disruption of Kuwaiti- 
Iraqi supplies on IEA and world oil 
supply/demand situation. 

3. IEA and OECD country response 
potential. 

4. Assessment by IAB members of 
impact of the disruption on oil supply/ 
demand prospects. 

5. Next meeting. 

As provided in section 252(c)(1)({A)(ii) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act, the meeting is open only to 
representatives of members of the IAB, 
their counsel, representatives of the 
Departments of Energy, Justice, State, 
the Federal Trade Commission, and the 
General Accounting Office, 
representatives of Committees of the 
Congress, representatives of the IEA, 
representatives of the Commission of 


the European Communities, and invitees . 


of the IAB, or the IEA. 
Issued in Washington, DC, August 16, 1990. 


_ Eric J. Fygi, 


Acting General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 90-19802 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE: 6450-01- 


Office of Fossil Energy 
[FE Docket No. 90-41-NG] 


ANR Pipeline Co.; Order Granting 
Authorization To import Canadian 
Natural Gas 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, DOE. 


ACTION: Notice of an order granting 
blanket authorization to import 
Canadian natural gas. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy 
(FE) of the Department of Energy gives 
notice that it has issued an order 
granting ANR Pipeline Company (ANR) 
authorization to import up to 100 Bcf of 
Canadian natural gas over a two-year 
term beginning on the date of first 
delivery. 

A copy of this order is available for 
inspection and copying in the office of 
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-056, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585, 
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal Holidays. 


Issued in Washington, DC., August 15, 1990. 


Clifford P. Tomaszewski, 


Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 


[FR Doc. 90-1980 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-™ 


[FE Docket No. 90-30-NG] 


Nortech Energy Corp.; Order Granting 
Authorization To import and Export 
Natural Gas, Including Liquefied 
Natural Gas 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, DOE. 
ACTION: Notice of an order granting 
blanket authorization to import and 
export natural gas, including liquefied 
natural gas. 


suMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy 
(FE) of the Department of Energy gives 
notice that it has issued an order 
granting Nortech Energy Corporation 
(Nortech) authorization to import and 
export up to a total of 80 Bcf of natural 
gas, including liquefied natural gas, over 
a two-year term beginning on the date of 
first delivery. 

A copy of this order is available for 
inspection and copying in the Office of 
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-056, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW.; Washington, DC 20585," 
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open 
between-the hours of.8 a.m. and 4:30 - 





p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal Holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC August 13, 1990. 
Clifford R. Temaszewski, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 
[FR Doc. 90-19799 Filed 9-21-90; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


[FE Docket No. $0-57-NG] 


Application To Export Natural Gas To 
Mexico; Tejas Power Corp. 

AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, DOE. 
ACTION: Notice of application for 
blanket authorization to export natural 
gas to Mexico. 


summary: The Office of Fossil Energy 


(FE) of the Department of Energy (DOE) 
gives notice of receipt on June 26, 1990, 
of an application filed by Tejas Power 
Corporation (Tejas Power) requesting 
blanket authorization to export from the 
United States to Mexico up to 200 Bcf of 
natural gas over a two-year period 
commencing July 1, 1990. Tejas Power 
intends to use existing pipeline facilities 
within the United States and at the 
international border for transportation 
of the exported gas. Tejas Power states 
that it will advise the DOE of the date of 
first delivery and submit quarterly 
reports detailing each transaction. 

The application was filed under 
section 3 of the Natural Gas Act and 
DOE Delegation Order Nos. 0204-111 
and 0204-127. Protests, motions to 
intervene, notices of intervention and 
written comments are invited. 

DATES: Protests, motions to intervene, or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
requests for additional procedures and 
written comments are to be filed at the 
address listed belew no later than 4:30 
p.m., e.d.t., September 21, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 


Perry Bolger, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, room 3F- 
056, 1000 lence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-1789. 

Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral 

of General Counsel, 


Harken Energy Corporation, is a Texas 
corporation with its principal place of 
business in Houston, Texas. Tejas 
Power intends to export natural gas to 
Mexico, primarily and perhaps 
exclusively for resale Petroleos 
Mexicanos (Pemex) on a firm or 
interruptible basis, for local distribution 
by Pemex to industrial and residential 
customers. The applicant contemplates 
exporting natural gas secured from 
domestic producing areas that include, 
but are not limited to, Louisiana and 
Texas, and transporting the gas to the 
Mexican border using the facilities of 
Texas Eastern Transmission Company, 
which interconnect with Pemex at 
Reynosa, Tamaulipas, Mexico, or other 
existing pipeline and border facilities. 

Tejas Power states that all export 
sales will result from arms-length 
negotiations and that contract terms, 
including price and volume, will be 
determined by market conditions. 

This export application will be 
reviewed under section 3 of the Natural 
Gas Act and the authority contained in 
DOE Delegation Order Nos. 0204-111 
and 6204-127. In deciding whether the 


proposed export of natural gas is in the © 


public interest, domestic need for the 
gas will be considered, and any other 
issue determined to be appropriate, 
including whether the arrangement is 
consistent with the DOE policy for 
promoting competition in the natural gas 
marketplace by allowing commercial 
parties to freely negotiate their own 
trade arrangements. Parties, especially 
those that may oppose this application, 
should comment on these matters as 
they relate to the requested export 
authority. The applicant asserts that 
there is no current need for the domestic 
gas that would be exported under the 
proposed arrangements. Parties 
opposing this arrangement bear the 
burden of overcoming this assertion. 

All parties should be aware that if this 
blanket export application is ganted, the 
authorization may permit the export of 
the gas at any point of exit on the 
international border where existing 
pipeline facilities are located. 


NEPA Compliance 


The National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
requires the DOE to give appropriate 
consideration to the environmental 
effects of its proposed actions. No final 
decision wiil be issued in this 
proceeding until the DOE has met its 
NEPA responsibilities. 

Public Comment Procedures : 

In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notices of intervention, as applicable, 
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and written comments. Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
coments considered as the basis for any 
decision on the application must, 
however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention, as applicable. 
The filing of a protest with respect to 
this application will not serve to make 
the protestant a party to the proceeding, 
although protests and comments 
received from persons who are not 
parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken on the application. All protests, 
motions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, and written comments 
must meet the requirements that are 
specified by the regulations in 10 CFR 
part 590. Protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention, requrests for 
additional procedures, and written 
comments should be filed with the 
Office of Fuels Programs at the address 
listed above. 

It is intended that a decisional record 
on the application will be developed 
through responses to this notice by 
parties, including the parties’ written 
comments and replies thereto. 
Additional procedures will be used as 
necessary to achieve a complete 
understanding of the facts and issues. A 
party seeking intervention may request 
that additional procedures be provided, 
such as additional written comments, an 
oral presentation, a conference, or trial- 
type hearing. Any request to file 
additional written comments should 
explain why they are necessary. Any 
request for an oral presentation should 
identify the substantial question of fact, 
law, or policy at issue, show that it is 
material and relevant to a decision in 
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 
why the conference would materially 
advance the proceeding. Any request for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and that a trial-type hearing is 
necessary for a full and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure is 
scheduled, notice will be provided to all 
parties. If no party requests additional 
procedures, a final opinion and order 
may be issued based on the official 
record, including the application and 
response filed by parties pursuant to 
this notice, in accordance with 10 CFR 
590.316. 

A copy of Tejas Power's application is 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Office of Fuels Programs Docket 
Room, room 3F-056 at the above 
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address. The docket room is open 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m., e.d.t., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. 


Issued in Washington, DC, on August 15, 
1990. 


Clifford O. Tomaszewski, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 

[FR Doc. 90-19796 Filed 8-21-90; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6459-01-M 


[FE Docket No. 90-58-NG] 
Application To Export Natural Gas to 


Canada; Transco Energy Marketing Co. 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, DOE. 
ACTION: Notice of application for 
blanket authorization to export natural 
gas to Canada. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy 


(FE) of the Department of Energy (DOE) 
gives notice to receipt on June 26, 1990, 
of an application filed by Transco 
Energy Marketing Company (TEMCO), 
requesting blanket authorization to 
export from the United States to Canada 
up to 100,000 Mcf per day and a 
cumulative maximum of 73 Bef of 
natural gas over a two-year period 
commencing with the date of first 
delivery. TEMCO intends to use existing 
pipline facilities within the United 
States amd at the international border 
for transportation of the exported 
natural gas. TEMCO states that it will 
notify the DOE of the date of first 
delivery and submit quarterly reports 
detailing each transaction. 

The application was filed under 
section 3 of the Natural Gas Act and 
DOE Delegation Order Nos. 0204-111 
and 0204-127. Protests, motions to 
intervene, notices of intervention and 
written comments are invited. 

DATES: Protests, motions to intervene, or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
requests for additional procedures and 
written comments are to be filed at the 
address listed below no later than 4: 
p.m., e.d.t., September 21, 1990. 
aAppresses: Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, room 3F-056, FE-50, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Perry Bolger, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, room 3F- 
‘056, 1000 Independence Avenue SW., 

Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-1789. 
Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral 

Leasing, Office of General Counsel,. 

U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 

Building, room 6E-042, 1000 


- Independance Avenue, SW.., 

Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: TEMCO, 
a Delaware corporation with its 
principal place of business in Houston, 
Texas, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Transco Energy Services Company, 
which, in turn, is a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of Transco Energy Company. 
TEMCO requests authorization to export 
for its own account as well as for the 
accounts of suppliers and purchasers. 
TEMCO states that the contractural 
arrangements will be the product of 
arm-length negotiations with an 
emphasis on competitive prices and 
contract flexibility. 

In support of its application, TEMCO 
states that.the gas volumes to be 
exported would be over and above the 
U.S. regional and national needs for 
natural gas. In addition, the short-term 
nature of the individual transactions 
would ensure the availability of the gas 
in the U.S. in the event a domestic need 
for the gas should arise. 

This export application will be 
reviewed under section 3 of the Natural 
Gas Act and the authority contained in 
DOE Delegation Order Nos. 0204-111 
and 0204-127. In deciding whether the 
proposed export of natural gas is in the 
public interest, domestic need for the 
natural gas will be considered, and any 
other issue determined to be 
appropriate, including whether the 
arrangement is consistent with the DOE 
policy of promoting competition in the 
natural gas marketplace by allowing 
commerical parties to freely negotiate 
their own trade arrangements. Parties, 
especially those that may oppose this 
application, should comment on these 
matters as they relate to the requested 
export authority. The applicant asserts 
that there is no current need for the 
domestic gas that would be exported 
under the proposed arrangements. 
Parties opposing this arrangement bear 
the burden of overcoming this assertion. 

All parties should be aware that if this 
blanket export application is granted, 
the authorization may permit the export 
of natural gas at any point of exit on the 
international border where existing 
pipeline facilities are located and that a 
total term volume may be designated, 
rather than a daily or annual limit, in 
order to provide the applicant with 
maximum flexibility of operation. 


NEPA Compliance 


The National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
requires the DOE to give apppropriate 


- consideration to the erivironmental . 


effects of its proposed actions. No final 
decision will be issued in this - 


proceeding until the DOE has met its 
NEPA responsibilities. 


Public Comment Procedures 


In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notice of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments. Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
comments considered as the basis for 
any decision on the application must, 
however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention, as applicable. 
The filing of a protest with respect to 
this application will not serve to make 
the protestant a party to the proceeding, 
although protests and comments 
received from persons who are not 
parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken on the application. All protests, 
motions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, and written comments 
must meet the requirements that are 
specified by the regulations, in 10 CFR 
part 590. Protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention, requests for 
additional procedures, and written 
comments should be filed with the 
Office of Fuels Programs at the address 
listed above. : 

It is intended that a decisional record 
on the application will be developed 
through responses to this notice by 
parties, including the parties’ written 
comments and replies thereto. 
Additional procedures will be used as 
necessary to achieve a complete 
understanding of the facts and issues. A 
party seeking intervention may request 
that additional procedures be provided, 
such as additional written comments, an 
oral presentation, a conference, or trial- 
type hearing. Any request to file 
additional written comments should 
explain why they are necessary. Any 
request for an oral presentation should 
identify the substantial question of fact, 
law, or policy at issue, show that it is 
material and relevant to a decision in 
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 
why the conference would materially 
advance the proceeding. Any request for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and that a trial-type hearing is 
necessary for a full and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure is 
scheduled, notice will be provided to all 


- parties. If no party requests additional 
- procedures; a final-opinion and order 


may be issued based on the official 
record, including the application and 





response filed by parties pursuant to 
this notice, in accordance with 10 CFR 
590.316. 

A copy of TEMCO's application is 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Office of Fuels Programs Docket 
Room, room 3F-056 at the above 
address. The docket room is open 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
ps, $05 Sey pee 
except Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 15, 
1990. 


Clifford L. Tomaszewski, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 

[FR Doc. 90-19797 Field 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


[FE Docket No. 90-59-NG} 


Northern Minnesota Utilities; 
Application To import Natural Gas 
From Canada 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, DOE. ~ 
ACTION: Notice of application to import 
natural gas from Canada. 


summary: The Office of Fossil Energy 
(FE) of the Department of Energy (DOE) 
gives notice of receipt on June 28, 1990, 
of an application filed by Northern 
Minnesota Utilities (NMU)} to import up 
to 10,608 Mcf of natural gas per day on a 
firm basis from Canada over a 10-year 
period beginning on November 1, 1990. 
The proposed imports would be 
purchased from Western Gas 
Limited (WGML} buspheheee 
international boundary near Emerson, 
Manitoba. Existing facilities would be 
used fer the sg an and 
transportation of the proposed imports. 
The application was filed under 
section 3 of the Natural Gas Act and 
DOE Delegation Order Nos. 6204-111 
and 0204-127. Protests, motions to 
intervene, notices of intervention, and 
written comments are invited. 


DATES: Protests, motions to intervene or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
requests for additional procedures, and 
written comments are to be filed at the 
address listed below no later than 4:30 
p.m., e.d.t., September 21, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, Room 3F-056, 
FE-50, 1000 Independence Avenue SW. 
Washington, DC 20585. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


Lot Cooke, Office of Fuels 


087, 1000 Independence Avenue SW. 

Washington, DC 20585, (202) 566-8116. 
Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral 

Leasing, Office of Generali Counsel, 

U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 

Building, Room 6-042, 1600 

Independence Avenue, SW. 

Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMU is 
an operating division of Utilicorp 
United, Inc., a Delaware corporation, 
autherized to do business in the State of 
Minnesota. NMU distributes natural gas 
in 44 towns in Minnesota. 

NMU is currently authorized to 
import, pursuant to a gas purchase 
contract with TransConeda PipeLines 
Limited {TCPL), up to 5,000 Mcf per day 
of Canadian natural gas on a firm basis, 
and up to 10,000 Mcf per day on an 
interruptible basis, for a maximum of 
15,000 Mcf per day during a term ending 
November 1, 1990. The authorization 
was issued on November 25, 1989, DOE/ 
ERA Opinion and Order No. 207 {Order 
No. 207), in ERA Docket No. 87-31-NG 
(1 ERA Para. 76,737}. Order No. 207 
authorized the importation of natural 
gas transported in the U.S. by Great 
Lakes Transmission Company {Great 
Lakes). 

NMwU is in the process of negotiating a 
long-term gas purchase agreement with 
WGML, a subsidiary of TCPL, for the 
proposed imports. NMU included with 
its application a copy of a letter 
agreement between NMU and WGML 
that sets out the parameters of the gas 
purchase agreement to be negotiated. 

In accordance with the terms of the 
letter agreement, WGML would supply 
NMU with a firm contract quantity of 
10,000 Mcf per day over a ten-year term 
beginning on November 1, 1990. The 
total contract firm quantities would be 
36.5 Bcf of natural gas. The letter 
agreement also provides for WGML to 
supply NMU with up to 10,000 Mcf per 
day of interruptible overrun gas, but 
NMuU stated in its application that 
overrun gas would be imported pursuant 
to NMU's bianket authorization to 
import up to 91,000 Mcf per day (DOE 
Opinion and Order No. 245, 1 ERA Para. 
70,780, june 21, 1988). 

The price to be paid for the gas would 
consist of a demand charge that would 
be the sum of the monthly demand toil 
per Mcf for firm transportation on 
TCPL's pipeline system and the demand 
charge for reservation of firm capacity 
on NOVA Corporation of Alberta's 
(NOVA) pipeline system. The price 
would also include a commodity charge, 
initially set at $142 per MMBtu, that 
would be subject to annual 
renegotiation end, if necessary, 
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arbitration. The purpose of renegotiation 
and arbitration would be to achieve a 
gas price that would be competitive in 
NMuwU's market and comparable with the 
prices in other firm contracts for 
Canadian natural gas; use of the two- 
part, demand/commodity rate and the 
inclusion in the demand component of 
the as-billed TCPL and NOVA demand 
charges are not subject to renegotiation. 

The letter agreement calls for the 
natural gas to be transported by NOVA 
and TCPL to the interconnection 
between the facilities of TCPL and Great 
Lakes and Viking Gas Transmission 
Company {Viking} at the international 
border near Emerson Manitoba. Great 
Lakes and Viking would transport the 
gas to NMU. 

The decision on the application for 
import authority will be made consistent 
with DOE’s natural gas import policy 
guidelines, under which the 
competitiveness of an import 
arrangement in the markets served is the 
primary consideration in determining 
whether it is in the public interest (FR 
6684, February 22, 1984). Parties that 
may oppose this application should 
comment in their responses on the 
issues of competitiveness as set forth in 
the policy guidelines. The applicant 
asserts that imports made under this 
requested arrangement would be 
competitive. Parties opposing the 
arrangement bear the burden of 
overcoming this assertion. 


NEPA Compliance 


The National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) {42 U.S.C. 4321 et seg.) 
requires DOE to give appropriate 
consideration to the environmental 
effects of its proposed actions. No final 
decision will be issued in this 
proceeding until DOE has met its NEPA 


Public Comment Procedures 


In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notice of intervention, as applicable 
and written comments. Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
comments considered as the basis for 
any decision on the application must, 
however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention, as applicable. 
The filing of a protest with respect to 
this application will not serve to make 
the protestant a party to the proceeding, 
although protests and comments 
received from persons who are not 
parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
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taken on the application. All protests, 
motions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, and-written-comments 
‘must meet the requirements that are « 
specified ‘by the regulations in 10-CFR 
part 590, Protests, motions ‘to intervene, 
notices of intervention, requests for 
additional procedures, and written 
comments should be filed with the 
Office of Fuels Programs atthe dbove 
address. 

it is intended that a decisional record 
will be developed an the application 
through response to this notice by 
parties, including the parties’ written 
comments and replies thereto. 
Additional procedures will be used as 
necessary to achieve a complete 
understanding of the facts and issues. A 
party seeking intervention may request 
that additional procedures be i 
such as additional written comments, an 
oral presentation, a conference, or trial- 
type hearing. Any request ‘to file 
additional written comments should 
explain why ‘they are necessary. Any 
request for an oral presentation should 
identify the substantial questions of fact, 
law, or policy at issue, show ‘that it is 
material and relevant to.a decision in 
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 

' why the conference would materially 
advance the proceeding. Any request.for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and fhat a trial-type hearing is 
necessary fora full.and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure iis 
scheduled, a notice will be provided ito 
all parties. Ifmo:party requests 
additional procedures, a final opinion 
and order may be issued based on ‘the 
official recerd, including the application 
and responses filed ‘by parties pursuant 
to this notice, in accordance with 10 
CFR section 590.316. 

A copy. of NMU’s application is 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Office of Fuels Programs Docket 
Room, 3F-056, at the above address. The 
docket room is open between the hours 
of 8 a.m..and 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, .on August 26, 
1990. 


Anthony J..Camo, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fassil Energy. 

[FR Doc.:90~-19596 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6480-01-24 


Commission 


[Docket Nos. ES960-42-000, et al.] 


El Paso Electric Co.,.et.al.; Electric 
Rate, Small Power Preduction, and 
InteMocking Directorate Filings 


August 14, 1990. 


Take notice that the following dilings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. El Paso Electric Company 
[Docket No. ES90~-42-000} 


Take notice thaton August'9, 1990, Fl 
Paso Fiectric Company (“Applicant”) 
filed an application with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(“Commission”), seeking authority 
pursuant to-Section 204 of the Federal 
Power Act, to issue up to 2 million 
additiond] shares {resulting in an 
authorized total of 3 million shares) of 
Common Stock, no par value, pursuant 
to the El Paso Electric Company 
Employee Optien Plan. 

Comment date: August 27, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


2. American Ref-fuel Company of East 
Bridgewater 


[Docket No. QF90-206-000] 


On August 9, 1990, American Ref-fuel 
Company of East Bridgewater 
(Applicant), of PO. Box 3151, Houston, 
Texas 77253, submitted for filing an 
application for certification ofa facility 
as a qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to § 292:207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The small power production facility 
will be located in East Bridgewater, 
Massachusetts, The facility will consist 
of two waterwall boilers and one steam 
turbine generator. The primary energy 
source will be biomass ‘in the form of 
municipal solid waste. Natural gas and 
oil will be used for ignition, start-up, _ 
testing, flame stabilization and 
temperature control, however, such 
fossil fuel usage will not exceed '9% of 
the total energy input ‘to the facility 
during any calendar year period. The net 
electric power production will be 41 
megawatts. Construction of the facility 
is expected to commence in the spring of 
1992. 

Comment daie: Thirty days from 
publication in the Federal Register, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Monmouth County 
[Docket No. QF90-201-000} 


On Angust 2, 1990, Monmouth County 
(Applicant), of East Main Street, P.O. 
Box 1255, Freehold, 
1255 submitted for ‘filing:an application 
for certification of a facility as.a 
qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to §°292:207 of the 
Commission's re: ions. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a.complete filing. 
The small power production facility 
will be located in Tinton Falls, New 
Jersey. The facility will-consist of four 
municipal solid waste fired boilers and 
one steam turbine generator. The net 
electric power preduction capacity will 


1992. Natural gas will be used for start- 
up and temperature control, however, 
such fossil fuel usage will not exceed 1% 
of the total energy input to the facility 
during any calendar year period. 

Comment date: Thirty days from 
publication inthe Refleral Register, in 
accordance with ‘Standard Paragraph E 
at the end.of this notice. 


4. Louisiana Public Service Commission 
v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
[Docket No. EL90-45-000] 

Take notice that on August 9, 1990, a 
complaint was tendered ‘for filing by ‘the 
Louisiana Public Service Commission, 
(Louisiana Commission) pursuant to 
Rule 206 of fhe Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, 18‘CFR 385.206, 
and section 205 and 206 of the Federal 
Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 624d, 624e. 

In its filing, the Louisiana Commission 
asserts that the rate of return on equity 
under the System Agreement in effect 
between Entergy Services, Inc. (formerly 
Middle South Services) and the Entergy 
Operating Companies should be reduced 
to a just.and reasonable level. 

Comment date: September 13, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Public Service Company of New 
Mexico 


[Docket No. EL90-542-000] 


Take notice that.on August 10, 1990, 
Public Service Company of New Mexico 
(PNM) submitted for filing Economy 
Energy Agreement between PNM and 
the Idaho Power Company {idaho 
Power}. Under the Agreement PNM will 
make economy energy available to 
Idaho Power at rates reflecting current 
market conditions. 

PNM requests a waiver of applicable 
notice requirements so that the 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





Agreement may become effective as of 
August 1, 1990. ; 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon Idaho Power and the New Mexico 
Public Service Commission. 

Comment date: August 30, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


6. Delaware Resource Management, Inc. 


[Docket No. EL90-543-000] 

Take notice that on August 10, 1990 
Delaware Resource Management, Inc. 
(DRMI), a single purpose corporate 
affiliate of Chester Solid Waste 
Associates, a Pennsylvania limited 
partnership, tendered for filing, pursuant 
to 18 CFR 35.1 and 35.12, proposed 
DRMI FERC Rate Schedules No. 1 and 
No. 2, applicable to sales of energy by 
DRMI to Atlantic City Electric Company 
(ACE) and Philadelphia Electric 
Company (PECO), respectively, from a 
biomass-fired and electric generating 
facility to be located at Chester, 
Delaware County, Pennsylvania (the 
Facility). The basis of the rate schedule 
is an Agreement for Purchase of Electric 
Power between ACE and DRMI dated 
November 18, 1988 and approved by the 
New Jersey Board of Public Utilities on 
March 23, 1989 (Docket No. EM88121329) 
and an Amended and Restated Contract 
For Sale of Electric Energy between 
PECO and DRMI December 26, 1989 and 
approved by the Pennsylvania Public 
Utility Commission on June 4, 1990 
(Docket No. P-900418). 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission has issued an order stating 
that the Facility is a qualifying small 
power production facility within the 
meaning of section 201 of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 
(PURPA), Westinghouse Electric 
Corporation, Docket No. QF87-492-000, 
40 FERC § 62,187 (April 18, 1987); and 
DRMI has also filed a Notification of Re- 
Qualification of the Facility in Docket 
No. QF87-492-001 on August 10, 1990. 
DRMI has requested waiver of all 
Federal Power Act and Federal 
Commission regulations that the 
Commission has previously found not to 
be applicable to qualifying small power 
production facilities. 

Comment date: September 30, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


7. Kansas City Power & Light 


[Docket No. EL90~-541-000] 


Take notice that on August 9, 1990, 
Kansas City Power & Light Company 
{KCPL) tendered for filing a Service 
Schedule for Transmission Service. 
KCPL states that the Service Schedule 
provides for rates and charges for 


transmission service for delivery of 
power and energy from Kansas Power & 
Light Company to Kansas Gas and 
Electric Company for a period of time 
until KGE returns a 345 kv line to 
service which was damaged in a storm. 

KCPL requests an effective date of 
June 20, 1990, and therefore requests ~ 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements. 

Comment date: September 30, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


Standard Paragraph 


E. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available,for public 
inspection. J 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19733 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 10852-000] 


Ace Ranch Associates; Notice of 
Availability of the Environmental 
Assessment 


August 14, 1990. 


In accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and 
the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission’s (Commission's) 
regulations, 18 CFR part 380 (Order No. 
486, 52 FR 47897), the Office of 
Hydropower Licensing has reviewed the 
application for a minor license less than 
1.5 megawatts for the proposed Ace 
Ranch Project located on the West Fork 
Carson River in Alpine County, 
California, and has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the 
project. In the EA, the Commission's 
staff has analyzed the potential 
environmental impacts of the proposed 
project and has concluded that approval 
of the proposed project, with 
appropriate mitigation measures, would 
not constitute a major federal action 
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significantly affecting the quality of the 

human environment. 
Copies of the EA are available for 

reyjew in the Public Reference Branch, 

room 3308, of the Commission’s offices 

at 941 North Capitol Street NE., 

Washington, DC 20426. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19727 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. CP90-1945-000, et al.] 


Trunkline Gas Co., et al.; Natural Gas 
Certificate Filings 


August 14, 1990. 
Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. Trunkline Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP90-1945-000] 


Take notice that on August 9, 1990, 
Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline) 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1642, filed in Docket No. CP90-1417-000 
a request pursuant to $§ 157.205, 
157.208, and 284.223 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
construct and operate facilities and 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
Farmland Industries, Inc. (Farmland), 
under the authorization issued in Docket 
No. CP86-586-000 pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the request which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Trunkline requests authority to 
transport gas on an interruptible basis 
on behalf of Farmland pursuant to a 
interruptible provisional transportation 
service form of transportation 
agreement dated July 23, 1990 (contract 
No. T-PLT-2531). Further Trunkline 
requests authority to operate as a 
facility subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission under section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, a delivery meter and 
5.25 miles of 8% inch pipeline which 
were constructed to effect deliveries of 
gas under section 311 of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act (NGPA). 

It is alleged that in response to a 
transportation request under section 311 
of the NGPA, Trunkline constructed 
pipeline facilities and a metering and 
regulating station consisting of three 
meter runs in Grant Parish, Louisiana. It 
is stated for the requested 
transportation service by Farmland, an 
end-user, on behalf of Wintershall 
Pipeline Corporation, an intrastate 
pipeline, commenced service on January 
1, 1990, as previously reported to the 





Commission in Docket No. ST90-1632- 
000. 

It'is averred that subsequently, 
Farmland ‘has requested transportatian 
service pursuant to $ 264:223 of the 
Commission's Regulations. Pursuant to 
the July 23, 1990, transportation 
agreement, Trunkline would receive gas 
from various interruptible points of 
receipt in Illinois, Louisiana, Tennessee, 
and Texas, from:the Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line:Company receipt point at 
Douglas County, Illineis, and from the 
areas of offshore Louisiana and offshore 
Texas. Trunkline would then transport 
and redeliver.on an interruptible basis 
up to 50,000 Mcf en a peak day, 47,000 
Mof.on.an average day, 17;000,000 Mcf 
on an annwal basis gas less fuel and 
unaccounted for line loss, to the 
Farmiland Plant in ‘Grant Parish, 
Louisiana. Trurikline-contends that the 
requested service to be provided under 
§ 284.223(b) of the Commission 
Regulations, would not commence until 


this proposal -has been authorized by the 
Commission. 

Comment.date: September 28,1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the.end.of this:notice. _ 

2. KN Energy, Inc., Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation, and 
Columbia ‘Gulf Transmission Company 
[Docket No. CP90-1974-000, Docket No. 
CP39~1975-000, Decket.No. GP90-1976-000, 
and Dedket No. CP90-1977--000} 

Take notice ‘that K N Energy, inc., P:O. 
Box 150265, Lakewood, Colorado 80215, 
Texas :Eastern Transmission 
Corporation, P.O. Box.2521, Houston, 
Texas 77252-2521, and Columbia Gulf 
Transmission ' , 3805 West 
Alabama, Houston, Texas 77027, 
(Applicants), filed in the above- 
referenced dockets prior notice requests 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223-of the 
Commission's Regulations: under the 
Natural-Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas:on behalf of 
various shippers under the blanket 


043-4060, Docket No. 
amended, and Docket:No.:CP 
respectively, pursuant to Section.7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, all as more filly set 
forth in the requests that are-on file with 
the Gommission.and open te-public 


* inspection.* 


Information applicable ‘to.each 
transaction, including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportafion 
service, the appropriate transpertation 
rate schedule, ‘the pedk-day, average day 
and annual volumes, and the initiation 
service dates.and related ‘ST docket 
numbers of ‘the 120-day :transactions 


summarized in the attached appendix. 
Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 


at the end of the notice. 


’ These prior notice requests are not 


consolidated. 


Docket No. CP 90-1974-000, et al, Appendix 


vrag® day 


Docket No. (date 
filed) 


CP90-1974-000 
(8-13-90) 


CP90-1975-000 
(8-13-90) 


CP90-1976-000 
(8-13-90) 


CP90-1977-000 
(8-13-90) 


Shipper name (type) 


average dy 
annual 


Centran Corporation Buffalo Wallow System @ .. 


Energy Dynamics, In............00004 Mainline System’* KS 


Various 


TXG Gas Marketing Company 
{marketer). 


Access Energy Corporation J LA 
(marketer). 


raat 

schedule service 

| Receipt? | | Delivery | type 
™ 


6-13-90, IT-1,2,3, 


Interruptible. 


6-28-90, IT-1,2,3, 


Interruptible. 


4-11-80 *, IT-1, 


7-1-9890, 1TS-2, 
interruptibie. 


ST90-401 1-000 6- 
27-90 


ST90-4012-000 7- 
1-90 


ST90-3795-000 6- 
1-80 


ST90-4162-000 7- 
1-90 . 


1 Offshore Louisiana is shown as OLA. 


2 All points on the master receipt point list, Buffalo Wallow nee, 


5 All 


on the master.receipt point:list, Mainline System. 


“As amended May 24, ditly 24,.and July.24, 1990 (two amendments dated duly 24, 1990). 


5 Texas Eastern’s "talline are in: MMBtu. 
® Columbia Gulf’s quantities are in MMBtu. 


3. Florida Gas Transmission Company 
[Docket No. CP90~1931~-000} 


Take notice that on August’9, 1990, 
Florida Gas Transmission Company 
(FGT), PO. Box 1188, Houston, Texas 
77251-1188, filed in'Docket'No. CP90- 
1931-000 a request, as supplemented on 
August 13, 1990, pursuant to § 157.205, 
157.211 and 284.223 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205, 157.211, and 284.224) for 
authorization to install a delivery point 
and provide an interruptible 
transpartation-service forJ.M. Huber 
Corporation {Huber} under the blanket 
certificates issued in Docket Nos, CP82- 
553-000.and -CP89-555-000, respectively, 


pursuant to section 7{c):of the Natural 
Gas Acct, all as more fully setiforth in the 
request which is on file with the 
Commission and.open to;public 
inspection. 

FGT states that pursuant to a 
transportation service agreement dated 
June 4, 1990, it proposes to receive up to 
3,500 million Btu per day at specified 
points located in Texas, Louisiana, 
Alabama and Mississippi and redeliver 
the gas to a proposed point located in 
Orange County, Texas. FCT estimates 
peak day, average day, and annual 
volumes of 3;500-million Btu, 2;500 
million Btu, and ‘912,500 million Btu, 
respectively. 


FGT states that it would provide the 
service fora primary term of one year 
from the date of the agreement but 
would continue the service on a month- 
to-month basis unless terminated by 
either FGT or Huber upon thirty days 
prior written notice to the other. FGT 
proposes to charge rates and abide by 
the terms and conditions of its Rate 
Schedule ITS. 

FGT indicates that to implement the 
service it proposes to construct and 
operate a meterstation-and appurtenant 
facilities located in Grange County, 
Texas costing an estimated $80,000, 
which would be reimbursed. by Huber. 





Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


4. United Gas Pipe Line Company 
[Docket No. CP90-1966-000] 

Take notice that on August 10, 1990, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1478, P.O: Box 1478, Houston, Texas, 
77251-1478, filed in Docket No. CP90- 
1966-000 a request pursuant to 
$§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
Texaco Gas Marketing Inc. (Texaco) 
under United's blanket certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP88-6-000 pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is in file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

United proposes to transport, on an 
interruptible basis, up to 41,200 MMBtu 
equivalent of natural gas on a peak day, 
41,200 MMBtu equivalent on an average 
day and 15,038,000 MMBtu equivalent on 
an annual basis for Texaco. it is stated 
that United would use existing facilities 
for the transportation service and that 


CP90-1967-000 
8-10-90 


CP90-1968-000 
8-10-90 


CP90-1969-000 
8-10-90 


CP90-1970-000 
8-10-90 


CP90-1971-000 
8-10-90 


CP90-1972-000 
8-10-90 


1 Quantities unless i 


no construction of additional facilities 
would be required. United states that it 
would receive the gas at designated 
points on its system and would deliver 
equivalent volumes of gas at designated 
points for Texaco’s account. it is 
asserted that United would perform the 
transportation service according to the 
conditions of its Rate Schedule ITS and 


would charge the currently effective rate © 


specified therein. It is explained that the 
transportation service commenced July 
10, 1990, under the self-implementing 
authorization of § 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations, as reported 
in Docket No. ST90-3996. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Columbia Gulf Transmission 
Company 
[Docket Nos. CP90-1967-000, CP90-1968-000, 


CP90-1969-000, CP90-1970-000, CP90-1971- 
000, and CP90-1972-000] 


Take notice that the above referenced 
companies (Applicants) filed in 
respective dockets prior notice requests 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 


Docket No. CP90-1967-000, et al., Appendix 


Peak day * Points of 


cao [_ tot sd 


30,000 
25,000 
9,125,000 
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transport natural gas on behalf of 


‘ various shippers under blanket 


certificates issued pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the prior notice requests 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Information applicable to each 
transaction including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average 
day, and annual volumes, and the 
docket numbers and initiation dates of 
the 120-day transactions under § 284.223 
of the Commission’s Regulations has 
been provided by the Applicants and is 
included in the attached appendix. 

The Applicants also states that each 
would provide the service for each 
shipper under an executed 
transportation agreement, and that the 
Applicants would charge rates and 
abide by the terms and conditions of the 
referenced transportation rate 
schedules. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 


Start up date rate 
schedule 


ITS-2, Interruptible, 
7/1/90. 


ITS-2, Interruptible; 
7/1/90. 

ITS-1, ITS-2, 
i : 
7/1/20. 

ITS-2, Interruptible, 
7/1/90. 


ITS-2, Interruptible, 
7/1/90. 


ITS-1, ITS-2, 
Interruptible, 7. 
1/90. 


Related dockets ? 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-3924-000 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-3925-000 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-3926-000 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-3922-000 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-4163-000 


CP86-239-000, 
ST90-3826-000 


otherwise indicated. 
* The CP docket corresponds to applicant's blanket transportation certificate. if an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


6. Southern Natural Gas Company 


[Docket Nos. CP90-1946-000 and CP90-1947- 
000} 


Take notice that on August 9, 1990, 
Southern Natural Gas Company 


(Southern), Post Office Box 2563, 
Birminguam, Alabama 35202-2563, filed 
in the respective dockets prior notice 
requests pursuant to § 157.205 and 
284.223 of the Commission‘s Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act for © 


authorization to transport natural gas on 
behalf of various shippers under its 
blanket certificate issued in Docket No. 
CP88-316-000, pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the prior notice requests 
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which are on file with the Commission 
and open to pubic inspection. 
A summary of each transportation 


* These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 


—— a (date Applicant 


Natural Gas, 


Inc. 


Shipper name 


service which includes the shippers 
identity, the peak day, average day and 


annual volumes, the receipt point(s), the 
applicable rate schedule, and the docket 


number and service commencement 
date of the 120-day automatic 


Docket No. CP90-1946-000, et al., — 


oak dy 


Offshore TX & LA, 
TX, LA, MS, AL. 


Offshore TX & LA, 
TX, LA, MS, AL. 


‘ Quantities are shown in MMBtu unless otherwise indicated. 
2 The CP docket corresponds to applicant's bianket transportation certificate. if an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


7. Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America, Southern Natural Gas 
Company 

[Docket No. CP90-1950-000, Docket No. 
CP90-1951-000 and Docket No. CP90-1952- 
000} 

Take notice that on August 10, 1990, 
the above referenced companies 
(Applicants) filed in the respective 
dockets prior notice requests pursuant 
to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
various shippers under blanket 


certificates issued pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the prior notice requests 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 
Information applicable to each 
transaction including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average 
day, and annual volumes, and the 
docket numbers and initiation dates of 


* These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 


Docket No. CP90-1950-000, et al., Appendix 


Peak day, 
ao 
annual 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of | PSi, inc 


America, 701 E 22nd St. 


Lombard, !i 60148. 


CP90-1951-000 


Shae of 


Receipt 


34321 


authorization under § 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations is provided in 
the attached appendix. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


Related ? dockets 


6-14-90, IT 


6-14-90, IT ' 
ST90-3647-000. 


the 120-day transactions under § 284.223 
of the Commission's Regulations has 
been provided by the Applicants and is 
included in the attached appendix. 

The Applicants also state that each 
would provide the service for each 
shipper under an executed 
transportation agreement, and that the 
Applicants would charge rates and 
abide by the terms and conditions of the 
referenced transportation rate 
schedules. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


Start up date rate 
| Delivery | schedule 


6-7-90, ITS 


Southern Natural Gas Compa- 
ny, P.O. Box 2563, Birming- 
ham, Ai 35202-2563. 


6-15-90, IT 


Southern Natural Gas Compa- 
ny, P.O. Box 2563, Birming- 
ham, AL 35202-2563. 


CP90-1952-000 6-15-90, IT 


‘ Quantities are shown in MMBtu unless otherwise indicated. 
® The CP docket cooresponds to applicant’s blanket transportation certificate. If an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


8. Trunkline Gas. Company 


[Docket No. CP90-1926-000} 

Take notice that the above referenced 
company (Applicant) filed in Docket No. 
CP90-1926-000 a prior notice request 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 


Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf ofa 
shipper under its blanket certificate 
issued pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set 


forth in the prior notice request which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Information applicable to the 
transaction including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
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provided by the Applicant and is 
included in the attached appendix. 


The Applicant also states that it 
would provide the service for the 
shipper under an executed 


service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average 
day, and annual volumes, and the 
docket number and initiation date of the 
120-day transaction under § 284.223 of 


Applicant would charge rates and abide 
by the terms and conditions of the 
referenced transportation rate schedule. 
Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard paragraph G 


the Commission's Regulations has been 


77251-1642. 
2 The CP docket 


9. Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 


[Docket No. CP90-1986-000} _ 

Take notice that on August 14, 1990, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation, 
(Texas Gas) 3800 Frederica Street, 
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301, filed in 
Docket No. CP90-1982-000 a request 
pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport natural gas 
under its blanket authorization issued in 
Docket No. CP88-686-G00 pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to the public inspection. 

Texas Gas proposes to transport 
natural gas on an interruptible basis for 
Polaris Pipeline Corporation (Polaris). 
Texas Gas explains that the service 
commenced July 7, 1990, under 
§ 284.223{a} of the Commission's 
Regulations, as reported in Docket No. 
ST90-4010. Texas Gas proposes to 
transport on a peak day up to 100,000 
MMBtu; on an average day up to 20,000 
MMBtu; and on an annual basis upto . 
6,000,000 MMBtu. Texas Gas proposes to 
receive the subject gas from various 
points of receipt on its system and. 
redeliver the gas to various delivery 
points on its system. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


10. Texes Gas Transmission Corporation 


[Docket No. CP90-1982-000} 
Take notice that on August 14, 1990, 


transportation agreement, and that the 


Texas Gas Transmission Corporation, 
(Texas Gas) 3800 Frederica Street, 
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301, filed in 
Docket No. CP90-1982-000 a request 
pursuant to § 157.205 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act {18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport natural gas 
under its blanket authorization issued in 
Docket No. CP88-686-000 pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is on file with the Commission end open 
to public inspection. 

Texas Gas proposes to transport 
natural gas on an interruptible basis for 
Transco Energy Marketing Company 
(Transco Energy). Texas gas explains 
that the service commenced July 16, 
1990, under Section 284.223(a) of the 
Commission's Regulations as reported in 
Docket No ST90-4009. Texas Gas 
proposes to transport on a peak day up 
to 300,000 MMBtu; on an average day up 
to 300,000 MMBtu; on an annual basis up 
te $1,250,000 MMBtu. Texas Gas 
proposes to receive the subject gas from 
various points of receipt on its system 
and redeliver the gas to various delivery 
points on its system. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


11. Sea Robin Pipeline Company, 
Golumbia Gulf Transmission Company 


[Docket No. CP90-1957-000 and Docket No. 
CP90-1958-000} 

Take notice that the above referenced 
companies (Applications) filed in the 


at the end of this notice. 


Start —o date rate 


otherwise indicated. 
to applicant’s blanket transportation certificate. If an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


respective dockets prior notice requests 
pursuant to $§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
various shippers under the blanket 
certificate issued pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the prior notice requests 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection.® 


Information applicable to each 
transaction, including the identify of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average day 
and annual volumes, and the initiation 
service dates and related docket 
numbers of the 120-day transactions 
under § 284.223 of the Commission's 
Regulations, has been provided by 
Applicant and is summarized in the 
attached appendix. 


Applicant states that each of the 
proposed services would be provided 
under an executed transportation 
agreement, and that Applicant would 
charge the rates and abide by the terms 
and conditions of the referenced 
transportation rate schedules. 


Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


5 These prior notice requests are not 
consolida 
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Docket No. CP90-1957-000, et al., Appendix 


eee P.O. 
Box 1478, 
Houston, Texas 
77251-1478. 


(8-10-90) 


15,965 
5,827,225 


1 Quantities are shown in MMBtu, unless otherwise indicated. 
2 The CP docket corresponds to applicant’s blanket transportation certificate. If an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


12. Northern Natural Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP90-1904-000] 


Take notice that on August 6, 1990, 
Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Northern Natural), 1400 Smith Street, 
P.O. Box 1188, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1188, filed in Docket No. CP90-1904—000 
a request pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 
157.212 of the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
operate and maintain an existing gas 
sales facility to accommodate gas 
deliveries to lowa Southern Utilities 
Company (Iowa Southern), a local 
distribution company, under the 
certificate issued in Docket No. CP82- 
401-000, pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Acct, all as more fully set 
forth in the request with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Northern requests 
authority to operate and maintain the 
existing Grinnell TBS No. 2 as a 
jurisdictional sales facility to 
accommodate natural gas deliveries to 
Iowa Southern for use in its new 
peaking turbine facility. The required 


Docket No. CP90-1948-000, et al., Appendix 


Points of delivery | Start scad = — 


Docket number 
(date filed) 


CP90-1948-000 
(8-9-90) 


Charleston, West 
Virginia 25314, 
CP90-1949-000 Columbia Gas 

Transmission 
Corporation, 1700 
MacCorkle 
Avenue, SE., 

. West 
Virginia 25314. 


Pipeline 


The Polaris 


volumes for Iowa Southern will be 
served from the total firm entitlement 
currently designated by Iowa Southern 
for delivery to the community of 
Grinnell at the Grinnell TBS No. 1 
located in Poweshiek County, Iowa. 
There will not be any firm entitlement 
assigned to Iowa Southern at the 
Grinnell TBS No. 2. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


13. Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation 


[Docket Nos. CP90~1948-000 and CP90-1949- 
000} 

Take notice that the above referenced 
company (Applicant) filed in the 
respective dockets prior notice requests 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
various shippers under the blanket 
certificate issued pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 


Peak day ! 
average 
- annual 


Points of receipt 


Corporation. 


MD, NY, OH, PA, 
VA, DE, WV, NJ. 


set forth in the prior notice requests 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection.® 

Information applicable to each 
transaction, including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average day 
and annual volumes, and the initiation 
service dates and related docket 
numbers of the 120-day transactions 
under § 284.223 of the Commission's 
Regulations, has been provided by the 
Applicant and is summarized in the 
attached appendix. 

Applicant states that each of the 
proposed services would be provided 
under an executed transportation 
agreement, and that Applicant would 
charge the rates and abide by the terms 
and conditions of the referenced 
transportation rate schedules. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


® These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 


Related ? dockets 


7-6-90, (ITS) CP86-240-000. 


ST90-3927. 


6-2-90, (ITS) 


* * Quantities are shown in MMBiu. unless otherwise indicated. 
* The CP docket corresponds to ee ee if an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 





No. CP88-316-000, pursuant to Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the requests that are on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection.” 
Information applicable to each 
transaction, including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
| service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average day 
and annual volumes, and the initiation 
service dates and related docket 


14. Mississippi River Transmission 
Corporation 

[Docket Nos. CP90-1953-000 and Docket No. 
CP90-1954-000] 


Take notice that on August 10, 1990, 
Mississippi River Transmission 
Corporation {Applicant), 9900 Clayton 
Road, St. Louis, Missouri 63124, filed in 
the above referenced dockets prior 
notice requests pursuant to Sections 
157.205 and 284.223 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
for authorization to transport natural 
gas on behalf of various shippers under 


* These prior notice requests are not 
its blanket certificate issued in Docket ed. 


consolidat 


Docket No. CP90-1953-000, et al., Appendix 


1 Quantities are shown in MMBtu. 
® Offshore Louisiana and offshore Texas are shown as OLA and OTX. 
3 if an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


15. High Island Offshore System 


[Docket Nos. CP90-1955-000 and CP90-1956- 
000} 


Take notice that High Island Offshore | 
System (Applicant), 500 Renaissance 
Center, Detroit, Michigan 48243, filed in 
the respective dockets prior notice 
requests pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 
284.223 of the Commission's Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act for 
authorization to transport natural gas on 
behalf of various shippers under the 
blanket certificate issued in Docket No. 
RP89-82-000, pursuant to section 7 of 


the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the requests that are on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection.® 

Information applicable to each 
transaction, including the identity of the 
shipper, the type of transportation 
service, the appropriate transportation 
rate schedule, the peak day, average day 
, and annual volumes, and the initiation 

service dates and related docket 

numbers of the 120-day transactions 


® These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 


Docket No. CP90-1955-000, et al., Appendix 


1 


Quantities indicated. 
* +f an ST docket is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


16. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company, Trunkline Gas Company 


[Docket Nos. CP90-1942-000, * CP90-1943- 
000, and CP90-1944-000] - 


Take notice that on August 9, 1990, 


Applicants filed in the above referenced 
dockets, prior notice requests pursuant 
to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations under the 

' Natural Ges Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
various shippers under their blanket 
certificates issued pursuant to section 7 


® These prior notice requests are not 
consolidated. 
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numbers of the 120-day transactions 
under § 284.223 of the Cummission's 
Regulations, has been provided by 
Applicant and is summarized in the 
attached appendix. 

Applicant states that each of the 
proposed services would be provided 
under an executed transportation 
agreement, and that Applicant would 
charge the rates and abide by the terms 
and conditions of the referenced 
transportation rate schedules. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


under § 284.223 of the Commission’s 
Regulations, has been provided by 
Applicant and is summarized in the 
attached appendix. 

Applicant states that each of the 
proposed services would be provided 
under an executed transportation 
agreement, and that Applicant would 
charge the rates and abide by the terms 
and conditions of the referenced 
transportation rate schedules. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 


of the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the prior notice requests 


) which are on file with the Commission 


and open to public inspection and in the 
attached appendix. 
Information applicable to each 


~ transaction including the Applicants’ 


address, the identity of the shipper, the 
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type of transportation service, the 
appropriate transportation rate 
schedule, the peak day, average day, 
and annual volumes, and the docket 
numbers and initiation dates of the 120- 
day transactions under § 284.223 of the 
Commission's Regulations has been 


(P-PLT-2245) 


Houston, TX 
’ 77251-1642. 


1 Quantities for Panhandie are shown in Dth, while 
corresponds 


® The CP docket 


17. Algonquin Gas Transmission 
Company 
[Docket No. CP90-1740-000] 

Take notice that on August 13, 1990,1° 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Company 
(Algonquin), 1284 Soldiers Field Road, 
Boston, Massachusetts 02135, filed in 
Docket No. CP90-1740-000 a request 
pursuant to §§ 157.205 and 284.223 of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
transport natural gas on behalf of 
Catamount Natural Gas, Inc. 
(Catamount), a marketer of natural gas, 
under Algonquin’s blanket certificate 
issued in Docket No. CP89-948-000 
pursuant to section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act, all as more fully set forth in the 
prior notice request which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Algonquin proposes to transport, on 
an interruptible basis, up to 100,000 - 
MMBtu equivalent of natural gas on a 
peak day, 100,000 MMBtu on an average 
day and 36,500,000 MMBtu equivalent on 
an annual basis, for Catamount. It is 
stated that Algonquin would carry out 
the transportation service under the 
terms of its Rate Schedule AIT-1 and 
would charge the currently effective rate 
specified therein. It is asserted that the 


10 The blanket authorization request was 
tendered for filing on July 13, 1990; however, the fee 
required by Section 381.208 of the Commission's 
Rules (18 CFR 361.208) was not paid unti! August 13, 


“1990. Section 381.103 of the Commission's Rules 


provides that the filing date is the date on which the 
fee is paid. 


to applicant’s bian! 


provided by the Applicants and is 
included in the attached appendix. 
The Applicants also state that each 
would provide the service for each 
shipper under an executed 
transportation agreement, and that the 
Applicants would charge rates and 


Docket No. CP90-1942-000, et al., Appendix 


oe ei & eee ee 


abide by the terms and conditions of the 


’ referenced transportation rate 


schedules. . 


Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of the notice. 


et transportation certificate. If an ST docket Is shown, 120-day transportation service was reported in it. 


transportation service would be effected 
using existing facilities and that no 
construction of new facilities would be 
required. Algonquin states that the 
transportation service commenced 
March 14, 1990, under the self- 
implementing authorization of 

§ 284.2239(a) of the Commission's 
Regulations, as reported in Docket No. 
ST90-3569. 

Comment date: September 28, 1990, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 

G. Any person or the Commission’s 
staff may, within 45 days after the 
issuance of the instant notice by the 
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214 of 
the Commission’s Procedural Rules (18 
CFR 385.214) a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention and pursuant to 
§ 157.205 of the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a 
protest to the request. If no protest is 
filed within the time allowed therefore, 
the proposed activity shall be deemed to 
be authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest. If a 
protest is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest, the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19720 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-81 


[Docket Nos. RP89-38-008 and RP89-99- 
008] 


U-T Offshore System; Notice of Filing 


August 14, 1990. 


Take notice that on August 10, 1990, 
U-T Offshore System (U-TOS) filed a 
single tariff sheet for inclusion in 
Second Revised Volume No. 1 of its 
FERC Gas Tariff. Such tariff sheet is 
Substitute Original Sheet No. 5 which is 
the “Schedule of Rates”. Such sheet is 
filed to correct rates in Original Sheet 
No. 5 which inadvertently did not reflect 
the Commission’s reduction in the 
Annual Charge Adjustment (ACA) 
tracking provision from .18 cents per 
Mcf to .17 cents per Mcf, which is 
effective for the twelve-month period 
beginning October 1, 1989. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214, 385.211 
(1989). All such protests should be filed 
on or before August 22, 1990. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 





filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19738 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. ST90-3251-000 through 
ST90-3650-000] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America; 
Self-implementing Transactions 


August 14, 1990. 

Take notice that the following 
transactions have been reported to the 
Commission as being implemented 
pursuant to part 284 of the Commission's 

ations, sections 311 and 312 of the 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA) 
and section 5 of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act.* 

The “Recipient” column in the 
following table indicates the entity 
receiving or purchasing the natural gas 
in each transaction. 

The “part 284 subpart” column in the 
following table indicates the type of 
transaction. 


1 Notice of a transaction does not constitute a 
determination that the terms and conditions of the 
proposed service will be approved or that the 
noticed filing is in compliance with the 
Commission's regulations. 


A “B" indicates transportation by an 
interstate pipeline on behalf of an 
intrastate pipeline or a local distribution 
company pursuant to § 284.102 of the 
Commission's regulations and section 
311(a)(1) of the NGPA. 

A “C” indicates transportation by an 
intrastate pipeline on behalf of an 
interstate pipeline or a local distribution 
company served by an interstate 
pipeline pursuant to § 284.122 of the 
Commission's regulations and section 
311(a)(2) of the NGPA. 

A “D” indicates a sale by an 
intrastate pipeline to an interstate 
pipeline or a local distribution company 
served by an interstate pipeline 
pursuant to § 284.142 of the 
Commission's Regulations and section 
311(b) of the NGPA. Any interested 
person may file a complaint concerning 
such sales pursuant to § 284.147(d) of the 
Commission's regulations. 

An “E” indicates an assignment by an 
intrastate pipeline to any interstate 
pipeline or local distribution company 
pursuant to § 284.163 of the 
Commission's regulations and section 
312 of the NGPA. 

A “G" indicates transportation by an 
interstate pipeline on behalf of another 
interstate pipeline pursuant to §284.222 
and a blanket certificate issued under 
§ 284.221 of the Commission's 


regulations. 


oo aeeewcecsccceccececeeccnces, 


Williston Basin interstate P/L CO. cscccccccccccccccnceceenenn- 
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A “G-S" indicates transportation by 
interstate pipelines on behalf of shippers 
other than interstate pipelines pursuant 
to § 284.223 and a blanket certificate 
issued under § 284.221 of the 
Commission's regulations. 

A “G-LT" or “G-LS” indicates 
transportation, sales or assignments by 
a local distribution company on behalf 
of or to an interstate pipeline or local 
distribution company pursuant to a 
blanket certificate issued under §284.224 
of the Commission's regulations. 

A “G-HT” or “G-HS” indicates 
transportation, sales or assignments by 
a Hinshaw Pipeline pursuant to a 
blanket certificate issued under 
§ 284.224 of the Commission's 
regulations. 

A “K” indicates transportation of 
natural gas on the Outer Continental 
Shelf by an interstate pipeline on behalf 
of another interstate pipeline pursuant 
to § 284.303 of the Commission's 
regulations. 

A “K-S” indicates transportation of 
natural gas on the Outer Continental 
Shelf by an intrastate pipeline on behalf 
of shippers other than interstate 
pipelines pursuant to § 284.303 of the 
Commission's regulations. 

Lois D. Cashell, 
Secretary. 
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ST90-3311.... 

ST90-3312.. 

$ST90-3313... 

ST90-3314.... 

ST90-3315.... 

ST90-3316.... i 3 . Co. 

ST90-3317....| Gas Co. of NM (Div. Public Service. Co. NM)... 

ST90-3318....) Gas Co. of NM Public Serv. Co. — 

ST90-3319.... 

ST90-3320.... 

ST90-3321.... 

ST90-3322... 

$T90-3323... 

$T90-3324.. 

$T90-3325..... 

$T90-3326.... 

ST90-3327.... 

$T90-3328.... 

$T90-3329.... ie 

ST90-3330....| Williston Basin interstate P/L Co... 

ST90-3331....| Williston Basin interstate P/L Co... 

$T90-3332....| Columbia Gulf Transmission Co..... 
.« Columbia Gulf Transmission Co..... 
...| Columbia Gulf Transmission Co. 
cee] TRUMKTNG Gas CO........-ccececeseeeeeeee 
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...| Williston Basin Interstate P/L Co... 

..| Williston Basin Interstate P/L Co... 
....| Williston Basin Interstate P/L Co... 
...| Williston Basin Interstate P/L Co... 
...| Williston Basin interstate P/L Co... 
....| Williston Basin interstate P/L Co... 
...., Williston Basin Interstate P/L Co 

..| Williston Basin interstate P/L Co... 


"4 Inland Gas Co., Inc. (The) 
....| Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
-| Union Oil Co. of California 
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....4 Northern Illinois Gas Co... 
Northern Illinois Gas.Co. .. 
Northern ilinois Gas Co... 

..«..4 Northern tilinois Gas Co. .. 

+4 Northern iilinois Gas Co. .. 

....4 Northern Illinois Gas Co. .. 

....4 Northern lilinois Gas Co... 

.. Northern Illinois Gas Co. .. 

..- Northern Illinois Gas Co. . 

..«4 Northern Illinois Gas Co. . 

.«-4 Northern lilinois Gas Co... 

....4 Northern lilinois Gas Co.. 

.4 Northern Illinois Gas Co. . 
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ST90-3501.... 
$T90-3502.... 
$T90-3503.... 
ST90-3504.... 
ST90-3505.... 
ST90-3506... 
$T90-3507.... 
ST90-3508... 
$T90-3510.... ..| Co. “aN 06-21-69 
ST90-3511.... _4 Que nf 06-21-86 j 
$T90-3512... | 06-21-80 
ST90-3513.... ae on i ; | 06-21-90 
ST90-3514. i boas i : ..| 06-21-90 
ST90-3515.... a sa Pipe : | 06-21-90 
ST90-3516.. =i 5 | 06-21-90 
$T90-3517.... i. jase Energy : | 06-21-90 
ve Inc. 06-21-90 
| 06-21-80 
.| 06-21-80 
wut 06-21-90 
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Docket No.* Transporter/selier Recipient Date filed 
qoute 2 


Colorado frnterstatte Gas CO. ccc ecccecnceceensececeeoseeecsneetensneesen 
Gollorado tnterstate Gas Co. sn scseneeseesesnnceeoeeenstenene 
Texas Gas Transmission I cea ts cacti casininnci eh 


Dethi Gas Pipeline Co. 
Valero Fransmission, (Poo. cccceececnccccnessneseneee i sa ais 
Valero Transmission, (Po... sesscerseseesnennene Florida Gas Transmission Co... 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. issidgfiabpdishciabiceaindiaagen 

Louisiana Resources CO. nee nnnnnennenernennerene United Gas Pile Line Co., et al... 
Williston Basin interstate P/L Co.............---- iphissiniicesitielel 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America... -eesescceneseeneeve 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America... .ce......cecccsnsnreecereee 

United Gas Pipe Lime Co. cenencnneneesesensneenennsnse 

United Gas Pipe Lime CO. nin ncnsessenensnnevesnenensecsevencoes Gathering Co.rp... 
Valero Transmission, (Po. encesceenenesnsneesensesereeeerseee Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America... 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Lime Co... .ecsessecorensseesesseseseeensee Anadarko Trading Co..... 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. ncaa: anscnencescnevees 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. ee snecessecneeeennibensen 

United Gas Pipe Lime Coon ccenscncesncecenenensnceneness 

United Gas Pipe Lime Co.cc nsncessncnnssncerencenenesenece 

United Gas Pipe Line ices nsaaiegiicntcniantcniiesataninadonsidanad 


in hi 
Southern Connecticut Gas Co........ccccsecnssererseeserssereveseeess 
NUIT i SS De 


v4} Shell Gas Trading CO. cecccccceccencenennen- 
Shell Gas Trading Co. .......... te 
Enron industrial Natural Gas C0. ..........ccecesececeresececeesesererneees 


Citizens Gas Supply Corp. .........c....c-ccesserees 

Reliable Galvanizing Rs ec sesiuiibiceseieieabaaoell 
Peoples Gas Light & Coke Co..........cccsssisecsserenssesssessanseesens 
Northern finois Gas Co. .......-cccccosessesrscessorereesssneeveeressernsenses 
Michigan Gas Utilities Co. ........-...cccescssessesoreseessesessseeereenecesone 
Marwille Sales Corp. ........<.-cscecssssessseseerneesees 
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$T90-3650.... 


1 Notice of transactions does not 


constitute a determination tha 
notice requesting supplemental comments, 50 FR 42.372, 10/10/85). 
includes volumes reported by the 


2 Estimated maximum daily volumes 


[FR Doc. 90-19721 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. RP&8-211-010, RP90-65-003, 
and RP90-83-003) 


CNG Transmission Corp.; Compliance 
Filing 


August 14, 1990. 

Take notice that CNG Transmission 
Corporation (CNG), on August 10, 1990, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Gas Tariff, First Revised 


Volume No. 1 the following tariff sheets: 


Substitute Original Sheet No. 64, 
Superseding Original Sheet No. 64 

Substitute Original Sheet No. 65, 
Superseding Original Sheet No. 65 


~...| Union Oil Co. of California 
...«4 Unifield Natural Gas Group, L.P.... 


Substitute Original Sheet No. 69, 
Superseding Original Sheet No. 69 

Substitute Original Sheet No. 70, 
Superseding Original Sheet No. 70 

Substitute Original Sheet No. 71, 
“Superseding Original Sheet No. 71 


The revised tariff sheets are being 
issued in compliance with the 
Commission's June 20 and July 25, 1990 
orders in the above captioned dockets. 
CNG states. that Substitute Original 
Sheet Nos. 64 and 70 replace Substitute 
Second Revised Sheet Nos. 54 and 88 of 
CNG's FERC Gas Tariff, Original 
Volume No. 1, approved by order issued 
July 20, 1990 in Docket Nos. RP90-83-001 
and -002. Substitute Original Sheet Nos. 
65 and 71 are filed to preserve continuity 


oe 
oo 


G-S..... 
G-S... 
G-S. 
G-S.. 
G-S. 
G-S. 
G-S. 
G-S. 


t filings comply with commission regulations in accordance with Order No. 436 (final rule and 
filing company in NMBTU, MCF and DT. 


in CNG’s FERC Gas Tariff, First Revised 
Volume No. 1. 

CNG also states that Substitute 
Original Sheet No. 69 establishes D-1 
authorized overrun penalties for CNG’s 
firm sales Rate Schedule CD. Under 
CNG’s proposed tariff sheets, overruns 
up to and including 102% of D-1 
nominations will be treated as 
authorized overruns and subject to 
CNG’s existing overrun penalties. D-1 
overruns in.excess of 102% will be 
treated as unauthorized overruns and 
subject to a penalty of $10 per Dt. 
Pursuant to the Commission's order 
dated July 25, 1990, CNG has provided 
that overruns caused by act or omission 
of CNG shall not be unauthorized 
overruns subject to the $10 penalty. 





CNG states that copies of this filing 
were served upon the company’s 
jurisdictional customers and interested 
state regulatory commissions. 

- Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214, 385.211 
(1989). All such protests should be filed 
on or before August 22, 1990. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to this proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19722 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP88-67-038] 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.; 
Proposed Changes In FERC Gas Tariff 


August 14, 1990 

Take notice that Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation (Texas 
Eastern) on August 10, 1990 tendered for 
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariffs, 
Fifth Revised Volume No. 1 and Original 
Volume No. 2, six copies of the tariff 
sheets listed on appendix A of the filing: 

Texas Eastern states that the purpose 
of this filing is to file substitute tariff 
sheets for certain tariff sheets originally 
filed by Texas Eastern on May 25, 1990 
and approved by the Commission on 
July 9, 1990 in Docket No. RP88-67-034 
in order to reflect Texas Eastern’s 
August 1, 1990 quarterly PGA approved 
by the Commission on July 30, 1990 in 
Docket Nos. TQ90-3-17-000, TM90-10- 
17-000, TQ90-4-17-000, and TM90-12- 
17-000. The May 25, 1990 filing was 
made prior to the filing of Texas 
Eastern’s August 1, 1990 PGA and 
pursuant to Article II of Texas Eastern’s 
May 31, 1989 Stipulation and Agreement 
in Docket No. RP88-67 et al., which 
required the filing of tariff sheets to 
place settlement rates in effect and to 
determine the refund to customers. 

Texas Eastern states that the 
Commission's July 9, 1990 order in 
Docket No. RP88-67-034 approved tariff 
sheets allowing Texas Eastern to place 
settlement rates into effect on 
September 1, 1990. Since the settlement 
tariff sheets do not reflect the August 1, 


1990 PGA, Texas Eastern is filing the 
tariff sheets listed on appendix A of the 
filing to be effective August 1, 1990, the 
effective date of Texas Eastern’s August 
1, 1990 quarterly PGA, and September 1, 
1990, the effective date of the 
prospective rates contained in the 
settlement. 

Texas Eastern states that copies of 
the filing were served on all parties on 
the official service list in Docket Nos. 
RP88-67 et al., Texas Eastern’s 
customers under Rate Schedules FT-1 
and IT-1, jurisdictional customers, and 
interested state commissions. 

Any persons desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 214, 385.211 
(1989)). All such protests should be filed 
on or before August 22, 1990. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a‘motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19723 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP85-177-092] 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.; 
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 


August 14, 1990 ; 

Take notice that Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation (Texas 
Eastern) on August 10, 1990 tendered for 
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariffs, 
Fifth Revised Volume No. 1, six copies 
of the following tariff sheets: 

Seventh Revised Sheet No. 811 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 814 

Texas Eastern states that the purpose 
of this filing is to update the Index of 
Purchasers for Texas Eastern’s FERC 
Gas Tariff, Fifth Revised Volume No. 1 
to reflect the execution of Rate 
Schedules SS-2 and SS-3 Service 
Agreements for Philadelphia Gas 
Works, United Cities Gas Comapny, and 
Union Electric Company as reflected in 
a companion filing dated August 10, 1990 
in Docket No. RP85-177-074. 

The proposed effective date of the 
tariff listed above is August 10, 1990. 

Texas Eastern states that copies of 
this filing were served upon Texas 
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Eastern’s jurisdictional customers as 
well as interested state commissions. 
Any person desiring to protest said — 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214, 385.211 
(1989)). All such protests should be filed 
on or before August 22, 1990. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 90-19724 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. TM90-13-17-000) 


Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff; 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 


August 14, 1990. 

Take notice that Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation {Texas 
Eastern) on August 10, 1990 tendered for 
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff, 
Fifth Revised Volume No. 1, six copies 
of the following tariff sheet: 


Third Sub 23rd Revised Sheet No. 50.2 


Texas Eastern states that this sheet is 
being filed pursuant to section 4.F of 
Texas Eastern’s Rate Schedules SS-2_ . 
and SS-3 to flow through changes in 
CNG Transmission Corporation's Rate 
Schedules GSS rates which underlie 
Texas Eastern’s Rate Schedules SS-2 
and SS-3. 

The proposed effective date of the 
tariff sheet listed above is August 1, 
1990. 

Texas Eastern states that copies of 
this filing were served upon Texas 
Eastern’s jurisdictional customers as 
well as interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
motions or protests should be filed on or 
before August 22, 1990. Protests will be 
considered by the Commissiun in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
teken, but will not serve to make 
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protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a moiion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19725 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


Western Area Power Administration 


Cooperative Agreement; Financial 
Assistance Award to Texas A&M 
University, Department of Electrical 
Engineering, Electric Power institute 


AGENCY: Western Area Power 
Administration, DOE. 


ACTION: Notice of acceptance of an 
unsolicited financial assistance 
application for a cooperative agreement 
award. 


SUMMARY: Based upon a determination 
made pursuant to 10 CFR 600.14(e)(1), 
the Department of Energy, Western 
Area Power Administration (Western), 
gives notice of its plans to award an 18- 
month Cooperative Agreement to Texas 
A&M University (TAMU), Department of 
Electrical Engineering, Electric Power 
Institute, in the amount of 
approximately $570,000. The pending 
award is based on an unsolicited 
proposal submitted by TAMU to design, 
develop, implement, and test a real-time 
power system simulator to be built using 
advanced digital computer technologies 
and power system modeling techniques. 
This simulator represents a major 
advancement in the relay testing area 
because of excellent simulation 
performance, improved operational 
flexibility, friendly user interface, and 
significantly reduced cost. With 
financial assistance from Western, the 
vendor will be able to expand 
development of power system 
simulation software; demonstrate the 
use of multiprocessing computers in this 
application; develop techniques for 
converting existing modeling software 
into faster running modeling programs; 
and develop a new approach to the 
testing of protective relaying packages. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ruth E. Adams, Contract Specialist, 
Western Area Power Administration, 
P.O. Box 3402, Golden, CO 80401, (303) 
231-7709, Purchase Requisition Number 
AA-PR-07922. 


Issued at Golden, Colorado, August 9, 1990 
William H. Clagett, 
Administrator. 
{FR Doc. 90-19795 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-44 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[SWH-FRL-38234] 
Hazardous Waste Management 
System; Land Disposal Restrictions 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice to grant petition. 


sumMaARY: EPA is granting the request 


from the U.S. Air Force Plant #44, 
Tucson, Arizona, for an extension of the 
August 6, 1990 effective date of the land 
disposal restrictions applicable to 
wastewaters with the hazardous waste 


codes D002, D006, D007, D008, and F006. 


This action responds to a petition 
submitted under 40 CFR 268.5 which 
allows any person to request the 
Administrator to grant, on a case-by- 
case basis, an extension of the 
applicable effective date based on a 
showing that the petitioner has entered 
into a binding contractual commitment 
to construct or otherwise provide 
adequate alternative treatment, 
recovery, or disposal capacity for the 
petitioner’s waste, but due to 
circumstances beyond their control, 
such capacity cannot reasonably be 
made available by the effective date. 
The effect of this notice is that the U.S. 
Air Force Plant #44 can continue to 
dispose of its D003, D006, D007, D008, 
and F006 wastewaters at the US. Air 
Force Plant #44, Tucson, Arizona 
facility until August 8, 1991, without 
being subject to the restrictions 
applicable to such wastes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This notice becomes 
effective on August 8, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: The official record for this 
rulemaking is identified as Docket 
Number F-90-CAFF-FFFFF and is 
located in the EPA RCRA Docket, room 
2427, 401 M Street SW., Washington, DC 
20460. The docket is open from 9 a.m. to 
4 p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
for Federal holidays. The public must 
make an appointment to review docket 
materials by calling (202) 475-9327. The 
public may copy a maximum of 100 
pages from any regulatory document at 
no cost. Additional copies cost $0.15 per 
page. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
For general information contact the 
RCRA Hotline, Office of Solid Waste 
(OS-306), U.S. Environmental Protection 


Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washington, 
DC 20460; Telephone (800) 424-9346 toll- 
free or (202) 382-3000 locally. For 
information on specific aspects of this 
notice contact Wanda Levine, Office of 
Solid Waste (OS-322), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20460, (202) 
475-6128. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


On November 8, 1984, Congress 
enacted the Hazardous and Solid Waste 
Amendments (HSWA) of 1984 to amend 
the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA). HSWA imposes 
additional responsibilities on persons 
managing hazardous wastes. Sections 
3004(d) through (g) prohibit the land 
disposal of certain hazardous wastes by 
specified dates in order to protect both 
human health and the environment for 
as long as the wastes remain hazardous. 
In particular, section 3004(g)(4)(C) 
prohibits the land disposal of hazardous 
wastes not previously prohibited (which 
includes hazardous wastes D002, D006, 
D007, D008, and F006), effective 66 
months (May 8, 1990) after the 
enactment of HSWA.! Section 3004{m) 
requires the Agency to set “levels of 
methods of treatment, if any, which 
substantially diminish the toxicity of the 
waste or substantially reduce the 
likelihood of migration of hazardous 
constituents from the waste so that 
short-term and long-term threats to 
human health and the environment are 
minimized.” Wastes that meet treatment 
standards established by EPA are not 


prohibited and may be land disposed. 


Congress recognized that adequate 
alternative treatment, recovery, or 
disposal capacity which is protective of 
human health and the environment may 
not be available by the applicable 
statutory effective dates and authorized 
EPA to grant a variance (based on the 
earliest dates that such capacity will be 
available) from the effective date which 
would otherwise apply to specific 
hazardous wastes. Under section 
3004(h)(3), EPA can grant case-by-case 
extensions of the statutory deadlines for 
up to one year beyond the applicable 
deadlines. These extensions are 
renewable once for up to one additional 
year. 

On November 7, 1986, EPA published 
a final rule (51 FR 40572) establishing 


1 On June 1, 1990, EPA promulgated a final rule 
(55 FR 22520, effective May 8, 1990), granting a 3- 
month national capacity variance for all wastes not 
previously prohibited from land disposal, 
establishing an effective date of August 8, 1990 for 
these wastes. 





the regulatory framework to implement 
the land disposal restrictions (LDR) 
program, including the framework for 
the petition process, and promulgated 
regulations enacting the first phase of 
the program as well as the procedures 
for submitting case-by-case extension 
petitions. 


II. Summary of Proposed Notice To 
Grant Petition 


On December 8, 1989, the U.S. Air 
Force (Air Force), as the facility owner, 
and Hughes Aircraft Company (Hughes), 
as the contract operator of Air Force 
Plant #44 (AFP 44) located in Tucson, 
Arizona, jointly petitioned EPA to grant 
them a one-year extension of the 
effective date of the land disposal 
restrictions applicable to the following 
hazardous wastes originating primarily 
from electroplating operations: D002 
{alkaline subcategory), D006, D007, 
D008, and F006. This extension was 
requested to allow the Air Force to 
complete modifications to their on-site 
Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant 
(IWTP) which will enable them to meet 
the land disposal restrictions standards 
for these wastes. 

On June 14, 1990, EPA published a 
notice of intent to grant their petition (55 
FR 24119) based upon a determination 
that the Air Force had demonstrated the 
criteria of 40 CFR 268.5(a). 

The following is a summary of the Air 
Force’s demonstrations. 


Section 268.5(a)(1): Good Faith Effort to 
Locate and Contract for Adequate 
Alternative Treatment, Recovery, or 
Disposal Capacity 


The Air Force asked seventeen 
hazardous waste management facilities 
nationwide whether they could treat the 
waste. Of these seventeen, three 
facilities indicated they could accept the 
wastes. 

However, the Air Force stated that in 
order to transport their wastes to these 
treatment and disposal facilities, waste 
transfer facilities and a railroad spur (if 
rail transport is used) or a fleet of 
tankers (if trucks are used) will need to 
be constructed, which the Air Force 
estimates will take approximately 32 to 
43 months to complete. Therefore, the 
modifications to the IWTP will be 
complete before these transportation 
facilities are built and the modified 
IWTP will allow the Air Force to meet 
the land disposal restrictions more 
quickly than if they were required to 
build transportation facilities. 


Section 268.5(a)(2): Binding Contractual 
Commitment to Provide Alternative 
Capacity 

The Air Force has submitted 
documentation to demonstrate that it 
has a binding contractual commitment 
with Hughes and Cheyne-Owen to 
provide on-site treatment capacity for 
their D002 (alkaline subcategory), D006, 
D007, D008 and F006 wastewaters. 


Section 268.5(a)(3): Lack of Capacity is 
Beyond the Petitioner's Control 

Due to circumstances beyond its 
control, the Air Force’s upgraded facility 
will not be available by the applicable 
effective date. They have shown that the 
design of the IWTP depends on the D002 
(alkaline subcategory), D006, D007, 
D008, and F006 treatment standards, 
which were not proposed until 
November 1989 and finalized in May 
1990, which prevented them from 
commencing the project at an earlier 
date. 


Section 268.5(a)(4): Sufficient 
Alternative Capacity After Effective 
Date of Extension 


There will be enough treatment 
capacity for all of the D002 (alkaline 
subcategory), D006, D007, D008, and 
F006 wastewaters in their upgraded 
facility when it is completed. In sizing 
equipment for the IWTP upgrade, the 
Air Force considered both historical 
waste-generation data and projected 
waste generation rates. 


Section 268.5(a)(5): Detailed Schedule 
for Providing Alternative Capacity 


The Air Force provided a detailed 
construction schedule for the proposed 
upgrade of the IWTP. The schedule 
shows a construction completion date of 
May 1991 and a plant start-up date of 
August 1991. 


Section 268.5(a)(6): Sufficient Capacity 
During Period of Extension 

The Air Force has adequate capacity 
in their on-site surface impoundments to 
manage the waste during the extension 
period. 


Section 268.5(a)(7): Surface 
Impoundments or Landfills Conform to 
40 CFR 268.5(h}(2) 

The surface impoundments that will 
be used during the extension period are 
fully RCRA-permitted as treatment and 
storage units and meet the minimum 
technological requirements of 40 CFR 
268.5(h)(2). 

Ill. Response to Comments 

The only comments EPA received 
were from Hughes and the Air Force. 
Their comments related not so much to 
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the case-by-case variance, but to 
whether certain wastewaters should be 
classified as F006. Given the 
complicated nature of the treatment 
process, these questions raise difficult 
interpretive issues which the Agency is 
uncomfortable answering in a short time 
period. It is also unnecessary to resolve 
these questions now, because it remains 
clear that sufficient volumes of the 
wastewater are F006 for which there is 
insufficient treatment capacity, as 
explained earlier in this preamble and 
the preamble to the proposed rule. 
Consequently, EPA is not providing a 
detailed response to these interpretive 
questions which are not directly related 
to the merits of this case-by-case 
variance determination. 


IV. Consultation with State 


In accordance with 40 CFR 268.5(e), 
EPA consulted with the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality 
(ADEQ) and has placed in the RCRA 
Docket their comments and the 
Agency’s response. This comment 
involved potential discrepancies with 
certain information included in the 
application. EPA investigated these 
issues along with the State and resolved 
them to the Agency’s and the State’s 
satisfaction. 


V. EPA’s Action 


For the reasons discussed in section 
Il, the Agency believes that the Air 
Force's demonstrations have satisfied 
all the requirements for a case-by-case 
extension of the effective date of the 
land disposal restrictions applicable to 
D002 (alkaline subcategory), D006, D007, 
D008, and F006 wastewaters, provided 
the Air Force completes the modification 
of their IWTP and continues, during the 
period of the extension, to store these 
wastes on-site in surface impoundments 
that meet the minimum technological 
requirements of 40 CFR 268.5(h)(2). 

Therefore, EPA is granting an 
extension of the August 8, 1990 effective 
date of the restrictions on hazardous 
wastewater forms of D002 (alkaline 
subcategory), D006, D007, D008, and 
F006. The effect of this extension is that 
these wastes can be stored in surface 
impoundments over a one-year period, 
starting from the effective date of 
August 8, 1990 of the LDR Third Third 
Scheduled Wastes final rule, but not 
later than August 8, 1991 (unless an 
additional one-year extension is 
granted, in which case it would be not 
later than August 8, 1992), while the 
interim plan is being implemented. 

As part of this agreement, the Air 
Force will have to submit monthly 
reports, addressing the progress being 
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made in modifying their treatment 
system. The Air Force also must notify 
the Agency of any change in the 
conditions specified in the petition. The 
extension remains in effect unless the 
Air Force fails to make a good-faith 
effort to meet the schedule for 
completion, the Agency denies or 
revokes any required permit, or 
conditions certified in the application 
change. The Agency also notes that it 
can revoke this variance for the reasons 
stated in 40 CFR 268.5(g). 
(Sections 1006, 2002(a), 3001, and 3004 of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 
1976, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6905, 6912(a), 
6921, and 6924)). 

Dated: August 8, 1990. 
Jeffery Denit, 
Deputy Director, Office of Solid Waste. 
[FR Doc. 90-19688 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M 


L[OPP-60013; FRL-3796-5] 


Intent to Suspend Certain Pesticide 
Registrations 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of issuance of notices of 
intent to suspend. 


* SUMMARY: This Notice, pursuant to 
section 6 (f}(2) of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 
7 U.S.C. 136 et seq., announces that EPA 
has issued Notices of Intent to Suspend 
pursuant to section 3(c){2)(B} of FIFRA. 
The Notices were issued following 
issuance of Data Call-In Notices by the 
Agency and the failure of registrants 
subject to the Data Call-In Notices to 
take appropriate steps to secure the data 
required to be submitted to the Agency. 
This Notice includes the text of a Notice 
of Intent to Suspend, absent specific 
chemical, product, or factual 
information. Table A of this Notice 
further identifies the registrants to 
whom the Notices of Intent to Suspend 
were issued, the date each Notice of 
Intent to Suspend was issued, the active 
ingredient(s} involved, and the EPA 
registration numbers and names of the 
registered product(s) which are affected 
by the Notices of Intent to Suspend. 
Moreover, Table B of this Notice 
identifies the basis upon which the 
Notices of Intent to Suspend were 
issued. Finally, matters pertaining to the 
timing of requests for hearing are 
specified in the Notices of Intent to 
Suspend and are governed by the 
deadlines specified in section 3 (c)(2)(B). 
As required by section 6 (f)(2), the 
Notices of Intent to Suspend were sent 


by certified mail, return receipt 
requested, to each affected registrant at 
its address of record. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephen L. Brozena, Office of 
Compliance Monitoring (EN-342), 
Laboratory Data Integrity Assurance 
Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460, (202) 382-3376. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Text of a Notice of Intent to Suspend 


The text of a Notice of Intent to 
Suspend, absent specific chemical, 
product, or factual information, follows: 


United States Environmental Protection 
Agency 

Office of Pesticides and Toxic Substances 
Washington, DC 20460 


Certified Mail 


Return Receipt Requested 


[Addressee Information] 

Subject: Suspension of Registration of 
Pesticide Product(s) Containing 
—_______ for Failure to Comply with 
the 3{c)(2)(B) Data Call-In Notice for 
ciate a eaean OO 

This letter gives you notice that the 
pesticide product registrations listed in 
Attachment I will be suspended 30 days 
from your receipt of this letter unless 
you take steps within that time to 
prevent this Notice from automatically 
becoming a final and effective order of 
suspension. The Agency’s authority for 
suspending the registrations of your 
products is section 3(c)}(2)(B) of thr 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). Upon 
becoming a final and effective order of 
suspension, any. violation of the order 
will be an unlawful act under section 12 
(a}(2)(J) of FIFRA. 

You are receiving this Notice of Intent 
to Suspend because you have failed to 
comply with the terms of the 3(c)}(2)(B) 
Data Call-In Notice. The specific items 
where failure to comply has resulted in 
this intent to suspend are listed in the 
following two attachments: 

Attachment I Suspension Report - 
Product List 

Attachment II Suspension Report - 
Requirement List 

The suspension of the registration of 
each product listed in Attachment I will 
become final unless at least one of the 
following actions is completed. 

1. You may avoid suspension if you or 
another person adversely affected by 
this Notice properly request a hearing 
within 30 days of your receipt of this 
Notice. If you request a hearing, it will 
be conducted in accordance with the 
requirements of section 6(d) of FIFRA 
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and the Agency’s procedural regulations 

in 40 CFR part 164. Section 3(c)(2)(B), 

however, provides that the only issues 
which may be addressed at the hearing 
are whether you have failed to take the 
actions which are the bases of this 

Notice and whether the Agency's 

decision regarding the disposition of 

existing stocks is consistent with FIFRA. 

If a hearing is requested, the Agency 

will issue a final order at the conclusion 

of the hearing governing the suspension 
of your products.’ 

A request for a hearing must (1) State 
which allowable issues are to be heard 
at the hearing, (2) identify the 
registrations for which a hearing is 
requested, and (3) set forth all necessary 
supporting facts, pertaining to any of the 
allowable issues for which you have 
requested a hearing. Three copies of the 
request must be submitted to: He’ ‘ng 
Clerk, A-110, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460, and an 
additional copy should be sert to the 
signatory listed below. The request must 
be received by the Hearing Clerk by the 
30th day from your receipt of this Notice 
in order to be legally effective. The 30- 
day time limit cannot be extended. 
Failure to meet the 30-day time limit will 
result in automatic suspension of your 
registration(s). 

2. You may also avoid suspension if, 
within 30 days of your receipt of this 
Notice, the Agency determines that you 
have taken appropriate steps to comply 
with the section 3(c)(2)(B) Data Call-In 
Notice. In order to avoid suspension 
under this option, you must 
satisfactorily comply with Attachment 
Il, Requirement List, for each product by 
submitting all required supporting data/ 
information to the following address 
(preferably by certified mail): 

Office of Compliance Monitoring (EN- 
342), Laboratory Data Integrity 
Assurance Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 

For you to avoid automatic 
suspension, the Agency must also 
determine within the applicat’ 30-day 
period that you have satisfied tne 
requirements that are the bases of this 
Notice and so notify you in writing. You 
should submit the necessary data/ 
information as quickly as possible for 
there to be any chance the Agency will 
be able to make the necessary 
determination in time to avoid 
suspension of your product(s). 

The suspension of the registration(s) 
of your company’s product(8) pursuant 
to this Notice will be rescinded when 
the Agency determines you have 
complied fully with the requirements 
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which were the bases of this Notice. 
Such compliance may only be achieved 
by submission of the data/information 
described in the attachments to the 
signatory below. 

Your product will remain suspended, 
_ however, until the Agency determines 
you are in compliance with the 
requirements which are the bases of this 
Notice and so informs you in writing. 

After the suspension becomes final 
and effective, the registrant subject to 
this Notice, including all supplemental 
registrants of product(s) listed on 
Attachment I, may not legally distribute, 
sell, use, offer for sale, hold for sale, 
ship, deliver for shipment, or receive 
and (having so received) deliver or offer 
to deliver, to any person, the product(s) 
listed in Attachment I. 

Persons other than the registrant 
eal to this Notice, as defined in the 

sentence, may continue to 

distribute, sell, use, offer for sale, hold 
for sale, ship, deliver for shipment, or 
receive and (having so received) deliver 


4787-3 
4787-12 
4787-13 

4787-4 
4787-11 


or offer to deliver, to any person, the 
product(s) listed in Attachment I. 

Nothing in this Notice authorizes any 
person to distribute, sell, use, offer for 
sale, hold for sale, ship, deliver for 
shipment, or receive and (having so 
received) deliver or offer to deliver, to 
any person, the product(s) listed in | 
Attachment I in any manner which © 
would have been unlawful prior to the 
suspension. 

If the registrations of your products 
listed in Attachment I are currently 
suspended as a result of failure to 
comply with another section 3(c)(2)(B) 
Data Call-In Notice, this Notice, when it 
becomes a final and effective order of 
suspension, will be in addition to any 
existing suspension, i.e., all 
requirements which are the bases of the 
suspensions must be satisfied before the 
registration will be reinstated. 

You are reminded that it is your 
responsibility as the basic registrant to 
notify all supplementary registered 
distributors of your basic registered 


Table A—List of Products 


11558-2 


11558-8 
11558-9 
1558-10 
11558-11 
11558-12 
11558-4 
11558-5 


11558-6 
44797-2 


44797-8 
44797-15 
44797-16 

10717-2 

10717-4 


4972-43 


550-15 
550-149 
954-4 
14797-1 


6836-111 
6836-112 
6836-119 

7689-14 


Cheminova Parathion Technical 

Sure Death Brand Airparamiscible 

Sure Death Brand 4ib. Parathion Emulstfiable 
Cheminova Methyl Parathion Technical 
Co-op Methyl! Parathion 4 Miscible 
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product that this suspension action also 
applies to their supplementary 
registered products and that you may be 
held liable for violations committed by 
your distributors. 

If you have any questions about the 
requirements and procedures set forth in 
this suspension notice or in the 3(c)(2)(B) 
Data Call-In Notice, please contact 
Stephen L. Brozena at (202) 382-3376. 


Sincerely yours, 
Director, Office of Compliance 
Monitoring 


Attachments: 
Attachment I - Product List 
Attachment II - Requirement List 


Il. Registrants Receiving and Affected 
by Notices of Intent to Suspend; Date of 
Issuance; Active Ingredient and 
Products Affected 


The following is a list of products for 
which a letter of notification has been 
sent: 


Date issued 


7/16/90 


7/31/90 


44% Formaldehyde 

45% Formaldehyde 

37% Formaldehyde 12 - 15% Methanol 
37% Formaidehyde 7.0% Methanol 
37% Formaldehyde 1% Methanol 
Paraformaldehyde Prilis, 95% 
Paraformaidehyde Fine Powder 95% 


| Surflo - B315 
Surfio - B315W 
Mildew - Zone 
G/P Mildew Preventation 


Formaldehyde Solution N.F. Strength 
Formaltabs 
MIL-KIL 
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Ill. Basis for Issuance of Notice of Intent; Requirement List 
The following companies failed to submit the following required data or information: 


Table B—List of Requirements 


= a Pe 


Methyl Parathion: Residue Chemistry (guideline feference 00. 171-4) crccceccsseuesneneeneenemneeneed 12/91/89 
9/30/87 

9/30/87 

3/31/89 

3/31/90 

_3/31/89 

3/31/89 


12/31/89 
4/30/90 
4/30/90 


Hoechst-Celanese Corporation Analytical Method (guideline reference no. 62-3) 7/31/89 
Exxon Chemical Company Fish Toxicity Bluegill - TEP (guideline reference no. 72-1B) 4/30/89 
Van Waters & Roger, inc. invertebrate Toxicity - TEP (guideline 4/30/89 
Lonza, Inc. Estuarine/Marine Toxicity Fish - TEP (guideline reference no. 72-3D). 7/31/89 
Wardiey Corporation Estuarine/Marine Toxicity Mollusk - TEP (guideline reference no. 72-3E) 7/31/89 
Estuarine/Marine Toxicity Shrimp - TEP nace reference no. 72-SF)....... 7/31/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

7/31/89 

7/31/89 

is (guideline . 4/30/89 

Pubdsnatanaehre (guideline reference no. 161-2). 4/30/89 

Photodegradation-Soil ( babe 4/30/89 

/ Absorption/Desorption — kb 7/31/89 

7/31/89 

7/31/89 

7/31/89 

1/31/90 

1/31/90 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 


Analytical Method (guideline reference no. 62-3) 7/31/89 
Acute Avian Oral Quail/Duck (guideline reference no. 71-1).... 4/30/89 
Acute Avian Dietary Quail (guideline reference no. 71 _- aseell 4/30/89 
Acute Avian Dietary Duck (guideline reference no. io. 4/30/89 
Fish Toxicity Bluegill - TEP (guideline 4/30/89 
i i 4/30/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

4/30/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 

10/31/89 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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IV. Conclusions 

EPA has issued Notices of Intent to 
Suspend on the dates indicated. Any 
further information regarding these 
Notices may be obtained from the 
contact person noted above. 

Dated: August 9, 1990. 
Connie S. Musgrove, 
Acting Director, Office of Ciiigtianid 
Monitoring. 
[FR Doc. 90-19485 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-F 


[OPP-180833; FRL 3794-4] _ 


Receipt of Application for Emergency 
Exemption To Use Benomy!; 
Solicitation of Public Comment 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
AcTiION: Notice. 


Table B—List of Requirements—Continued 


Bioaccumulation in Fish (guideline reference no. 165-4) 
Bioaccumulation-Aquatic Non-Target (guideline reference no. 165-5) 
Nature of Residue vest (guideline | reference no. 171-4A) 


Residue 
Residue sneak 


SuMMARY: EPA has received a specific 
exemption request from the California 
Department of Food and Agriculture 
(hereafter referred to as the 
“Applicant”) for use of the pesticide 
benomyl (CAS 17804-35-2) to control 
Ramularia leaf spot on up to 1,200 acres 
of artichokes in California. In 
accordance with 40 CFR 166.24, EPA is 
soliciting public comment before making 
the decision whether or not to grant the 
exemption. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before September 6, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Three copies of written 
comments, bearing the identification 
notation “OPP-180833”" should be 
submitted by mail to: Public Docket and 
Freedom of Information Section, Field 
Operations Division (H7506C), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. In person, bring 
comments to: Rm. 236, Crystal Mall # 2, 
1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 


Method-Plant (guideline reference no. 171-4C) 
Method-Animal (guideline reference no. 171-4D) 
Storage Stability (guideline reference no. 171-4E) 


10/31/89 
10/31/89 
10/31/89 
4/30/89 
4/30/89 
4/30/89 
7/31/89 
7/31/89 
4/30/89 
4/30/89 
4/30/89 
7/31/89 
7/31/89 
7/31/89 
7/31/89 
W/31/ 
VW/31/ 
10/31/89 
10/31/89 
10/31/89 


Arlington, VA. Information submitted in 
any comment concerning this notice 
may be claimed confidential by marking 
any part or all of that information as 
“Confidential Business Information.” 
Information so marked will not be 
disclosed except in accordance with 
procedures set forth in 40 CFR part 2. A 
copy of the comment that does not 
contain Confidential Business 
Information must be provided by the 
submitter for inclusion in the public 
record. Information not marked 
confidential may be disclosed publicly 
by EPA without prior notice. All written 
comments filed pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
Rm. 236, Crystal Mall # 2, 1921 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA, from 8 
a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. ~ 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By 
mail: Susan Stanton, Registration 
Division (H7505C), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, Environmental Protection 





Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990 / Notices 


Agency, 401M St., SW., Washington, 
D.C, 20460. Office location and 
telephone number: Rm. 716, Crystal Mall 
# 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, VA, (703-557-4360). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 18 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) 
(7 U.S.C. 136p), the Administrator may, 
at his discretion, exempt a State agency 
from any registration provision of FIFRA 
if he determines that emergency 
conditions exist which require such 
exemption. 

The Applicant has requested the 
Administrator to issue a specific 
exemption for the use of the fungicide, 
benomy], available as Benlate DF (EPA 
Reg. No. 352-447) from E. I. du Pont de 
Nemours & Co., to control Ramularia 
leaf spot, caused by Ramularia sp., on 
up to 1,200 acres of artichokes in 
California. Information in accordance 
with 40 CFR part 166 was submitted as 
part of this request. 

According to the Applicant, Ramularia 
first attacks artichoke leaves, causing 
scattered necrotic spots to appear. As 
the disease progresses the leaves and 
even the entire plant may appear to be 
“burned”. The resulting reduction in the 
plant’s photosynthetic ability causes 
poor plant growth and bud production. 
In severely affected fields, yields may 
be reduced by as much as 50 percent. 
According to the Applicant, there are no 
pesticides currently registered for the 
control of Ramularia leaf spot of 
artichoke that will adequately control 
the disease. Without an effective 
control, the Applicant estimates that 
growers will lose approximately $1,510 
per acre or $1.8 million over the entire 
1,200 acres during the 1990 growing 
season. 

Up to 4 ground or aerial applications 
of benomy! will be applied at 7 to 14 day 
intervals at a maximum rate of 0.5 
pounds of active ingredient per acre. 
Ground application will be made in 
sufficient water to obtain full coverage 
of foliage. Aerial applications will be 
made in a minimum of 20 gallons of 
water per acre. A maximum of 2,400 
pounds of active ingredient may be 
needed to treat a maximum of 1,200 
acres. Applications will be completed by 
December 31, 1990. 

Benomy] was referred to Special 
Review in December of 1977 because of 
its mutagenic, teratogenic, 
spermatogenic, and acute aquatic 
effects. The Special Review process was 
completed on October 20, 1982, and the 
decision was made to require use of 
either cloth or commercially available 
disposable dust masks by mixer/loaders 
of benomy] intended for aerial 


application and to require that 
registrants of benomy! products conduct 
field monitoring studies to identify 
residues that may enter aquatic sites 
after use on rice. Registrants completed 
the field monitoring study and submitted 
it-to the Agency in November of 1984. 
The study was determined to be 
inadequate and a new study was 
required by the Registration Standard 
issued in June of 1987. 

This notice does not constitute a 
decision by EPA on the application 
itself. The regulations governing section 
18 require that the Agency publish 
notice of receipt in the Federal Register 
and solicit public comment on an 
application for a specific exemption 
proposing use of a pesticide which 
contains an active ingredient which has 
been the subject of a Special Review 
and is intended for a use that could pose 
a risk similar to the risk posed by. any 
use of a pesticide which is or has been 
the subject of a Special Review (40 CFR 
166.24 (a)(5)). 


Accordingly, interested persons may — 


submit written views on this subject to 
the Field Operations Division at the 
address above. The Agency will review 
and consider all comments received 
during the comment period in 
determining whether to issue the 
emergency exemption requested by the 
California Department of Food and 
Agriculture. 


Dated: July 25, 1990 


Anne E. Lindsay, 
Director, Registration Division; Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


[FR Doc. 90-19484 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-F 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Public information Collection 
Requirement Submitted to Office of 
Management and Budget for Review. 


August 16, 1990. 

The Federal Communications 
Commission has submitted the following 
information collection requirement to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. 3507). 

Copies of this submission may be 
purchased from the Commission’s copy 
contractor, International Transcription 
Service, (202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street 
NW., Suite 140, Washington, DC 20037. 
For further information on this 
submission contact Judy Boley, Federal 
Communications Commission, (202) 632~ 
7513. Persons wishing to comment on 
this information collection should 


contact Tricia Gallagher, Office of 

Management and Budget, Room 3235 

NEOB, Washington, DC 20503, (202) 395- 

3785. 

OMB Number: 3060-0326 

Title: Section 73.69, Antenna monitors 

Action: Extension 

Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit (including small businesses) 

Frequency of Response: On occasion 

Estimated Annual Burden: 12 responses; 
1.5 hours average burden per 
response; 18 hours total annual 
burden 

Needs and Uses: Each directional 
antenna operation employs an 
antenna monitor. Section 73.69 
outlines procedures should repair or 
replacement be necessary. If unit is 
replaced, data is submitted for 
modification of license and in the 
interim station operates at variance 
provided certain conditions are met. 
The data collected by § 73.69(d)(1) is 
used by FCC staff to grant interim 
authority to licensees to operate in 
variance of the station license. The 
data collected by § 73.69(d)(5) is used 
by FCC staff to issue a modified 
license. 


Federal Communications Commission. 


Donna R. Searcy, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19805 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-m 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSUR. 
CORPORATION ; 


Differences in Capital and Accounting 
Standards Among the Federal Banking 
and Thrift Agencies; Report to 
Congressional Committees 


AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation (FDIC). 

ACTION: Report to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of 
the United States Senate and to the 
Committee on Banking, Finance and 
Urban Affairs of the U.S. House of 
Representatives regarding differences in 
capital and accounting standards among 
the Federal banking and thrift agencies. 


SUMMARY: This report has been 
prepared by the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation (FDIC) pursuant 
to section 1215 of the Financial 
Institutions Reform, Recovery, and 
Enforcement Act of 1989 (FIRREA). 
Section 1215 requires each Federal 
banking agency to report annually to the 
Chairman and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs of the Senate and the 
Chairman and ranking minority member 





of the Committee on Banking, Finance 
and Urban Affairs of the House of 
Representatives any differences 
between the-capital standard used by 
such agency and capital standards used 
by any other such agency. The report 
must also contain an explanation of the 
reasons for any discrepancy in such 
capital standards and must be published 
in the Federal Register. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Doris L. Marsh, Examination Specialist, 
Division of Supervision, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20429, telephone 
(202) 898-8914. 

The text of the report follows: 


This report has been prepared by the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
(FDIC) pursuant to section 1215 of the 
Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, 
and Enforcement Act of 1989 (FIRREA) 
which reads, in part, as follows: 


Before the end of the 1-year period 

on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, each appropriate Federal banking 
agency (as defined in section 3(q} of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act) shall 
establish uniform accounting standards to be 
used for determining the capital ratios of all 
federally insured depository yore and 


Affairs of the Senate and the Chairman and 

ranking minority member of the Committee 

on Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs of the 

House of Representatives any differences 
standard 


shall be published in the Federal Register. 
This introduction is followed by a 
discussion of the capital and underlying 
accounting and reporting standards 
employed by the FDIC as well as the 
two other federal banking agencies, the 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System (FRB) and the Office of 


requested by 

Statement of the Committee of 
Conference, this overview is followed 
by the FDIC's comments on 
simplification and reduction of 


differences in accounting and reporting 
standards and on improving auditing of 
federally-insured depository institutions. 
Appendix One lists the differences in 
the capital standards among the FDIC, 
FRB, OCC and OTS as well as the 
reasons for these discrepancies. 
Appendix Two contains the differences 
in accounting and reporting standards 
among the banking and thrift agencies. 
Capital Standards 

The three banking agencies have, for a 
number of years, employed a common 
regulatory framework that establishes a 
minimum ratio of capital to total assets 
(leverage ratio). This framework 
requires that banks maintain a level of 
primary capital equal to at least 5.5 
percent of total assets and total capital 
of at least 6.0 percent of total assets. In 
addition to common minimum 


standards, the difinitions of capital used - 


by the banking agencies have generally 
been consistent. The FDIC has generally 
expected its supervised banks to 
maintain capital levels well above these 
minimums, particularly banks that are 
expanding or experiencing unusual or 
high levels of risk. 

The banking agencies are also in the 
process of adopting new minimum 
leverage ratios that will employ a 
definition of capital that is generally 
consistent with the risk-based capital 
definitions. Both the Federal Reserve 
and the OCC have issued proposals in 
this regard and the FDIC is in the 
process of developing a revised leverage 
ratio proposal. 

The banking agencies have also 
adopted a risk-based capital framework 
based upon the Capital Accord 
developed by the Basle Committee on 
Banking Supervision and endorsed by 
the central bank governors of the G-10 
countries. At the end of 1990, banks will 
be expected to have minimum capital 
equal to at least 7.25 percent of risk 
weighted assets. In addition to identical 
ratios, the framework being 
implemented by the banking agencies 
includes a common definition of 
regulatory capital and a uniform system 
of risk weights and categories. 
Nevertheless, some technical differences 
in language and interpretation exist 
among the agencies’ implementing 
guidelines. 

As required by the FIRREA, the OTS 
has adopted a 1.5 percent tangible and 3 
percent core capital to total assets 
leverage standard. Goodwill is generally 
deducted from the calculation of capital 
with the exception of “qualifying 
supervisory goodwill,” acquired on or 
before April 12, 1989, that can be 
included in the calculation of core 
capital, with certain limitations, over a 
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five year phase-out period. After the 
phase-out, the definitions of core and 
tangible capital will be essentially the 
same. OTS has also adopted risk-based 
capital standards for thrift institutions 
which, while generally parallel to those 
of the banking agencies, are different in 
some aspects. 

The differences in the capital 
standards among the banking agencies 
and between the banking agencies and 
the OTS are set forth in Appendix One. 
The major differences between the 
banking agencies on the one hand and 
the OTS on the other, include ‘treatment 
of subsidiaries, supervisory goodwill, 
and assets sold with recourse. The staffs 
of the banking agencies and OTS meet 
regularly to address differences and 
inconsistencies in their respective 
capital standards. 


Accounting and Reporting Standards 


Over the years, the commercial 
banking agencies, under the auspices of 
the Federal Financial Institutions 
Examination Council, have developed 
uniform Reports of Condition and 
Income (Call Reports) for all commercial 
banks and. FDIC-supervised savings 
banks, The reporting standards followed 
by the banking agencies are 
substantially consistent with generally 
accepted accounting principles (GAAP) 
as they are applied by commercial 
banks. The uniform call report serves as 
the basis for calculating risk-based 
capital and leverage ratios, as well as 
for other regulatory purposes. Thus, 
differences in accounting and reporting 
standards do not exist among 
commercial banks and FDIC-supervised 
savings banks. 

OTS requires each thrift institution to 
file the Thrift Financial Report (TFR), 
which is consistent with GAAP as it is 
applied by thrifts. However, the TFR 
differs in material respects from the 
bank Call Report. Certain of these 
differences arise from differences in 
GAAP as applied to banks and thrifts 
and the few areas in which the banking 
agencies have adopted regulatory 
reporting standards at variance with 
GAAP, as it is applied by banks. 
However, there are also significant 
differences in the required information 
and its form of presentation on the two 
reports. A summary of the differences in 
accounting and reporting standards 
between the bank Call Report and the 
TFR is presented in Appendix Two. 


Simplification and Reduction of 
Differences in Accounting and Reporting 
Standards 


The federal banking agencies and 
OTS continue to study ways to simplify 
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- and reduce differences in accounting 
and re standards. For example, 
the FDIC has requested the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board and the 
American Institute of Certified Public 
Accountants to consider eliminating the 
differences in GAAP as applied by 
thrifts and by banks. In addition, the 
bank agencies will continue to study 
ways in which the differences between 
the Call Report standards and GAAP 
can be eliminated, consistent with the 
agencies’ supervisory responsibilities. 

Another way to reduce differences 
and simplify accounting standards for 
banks and thrifts is to have a more 
uniform reporting scheme for all 
depository institutions. Although the 
bank Call Report and the Thrift 
Financial Report.are both prepared 
under GAAP, the required information 
and its form of presentation in the two 
reports is significantly different. The 
FDIC is beginning to try to identify the 
basic-information needed incomparable 
form from all depository institutions for 
safety and soundness, insurance 
assessment, statistical, and economic 
purposes. The federal banking agencies 
have held preliminary discussions with 
OTS and the banking agencies are 
prepared to work to resolve differences 
between the Call Report and the Thrift 
Financial Report. More uniform 
reporting by all institutions is a long- 
term goal of the FDIC and would 
undoubtedly simplify accounting and 
reporting standards for all depository 
institutions in the future. 


Improving Auditing of Federally-Insured 
Depository Institutions 

The FDIC has a longstanding policy of 
strongly encouraging supervised 
institutions to have an annual audit by 
an independent external auditor. In an 
effort to improve the reliability of audits, 
the banking agencies and OTS have had 
initial discussions with the American 
Institute of Certified Public Accountants 
and the National Association of State 
Boards of Accountancy on a project 
which is intended to improve the quality 
of audits of depository institutions. 

In addition, the FDIC and OCC have 
adopted formal policy statements in 
recent years to work toward improving 
audit coverage of supervised banks. An 
item has also been added to the Call 
Report in which each bank indicates iis 
level of external audit activity to enable 
the banking agencies to monitor the 
extent and types of external auditing 
programs selected by banks. OTS 
requires audits of all thrifts, but absent a 
Congressional mandate requiring audits 
of ail institutions, the FDIC and the 


other banking agencies will continue to 
encourage audits of banks and to | 
monitor the results of these efforts. 

The FDIC is committed to working 
with the other banking agencies and the 
OTS to extend the type of uniform 
reporting framework currently 
applicable to all commercial banks and 
FDiC-supervised thrift institutions to all 
thrift institutions. 


Appendix One—Summary of 
Differences in Capital Standards Among 
Federal Banking and Thrift Supervisory 
Agencies 


The three federal banking agencies 
have basically similar capital standards. 
Most of the differences described below 
represent inconsistencies between the 
capital standards used by the banking 
agencies and those employed by OTS. 

In addition to these differences in 
standards, there are differences arising 
from certain statutory requirements in 
the way the banking agencies and OTS 
deal with institutions that fail to 
maintain adequate levels of capital. 
OTS is required by law to prohibit the 
asset growth of, and issue capital — 
directives to, savings institutions which 
are not in compliance with their capital 
standards. The federal banking agencies 
are not subject to these statutory 
requirements. However, the banking 
agencies, as a matter of course, 
generally take similar remedial action in 
carrying out their supervisory 
responsibilities with respect to 
institutions which fail to meet their 
capital standards. 


Leverage Capital Ratios 


The three Federal banking agencies 
currently require a minimum 5.5 percent 
primary capital and 6.0 percent total 
capital leverage (capital-to-total assets) 
standard. In general, the banking 
agencies have excluded goodwill from 
the definition of bank regulatory capital. 
The banking agencies have viewed 
regulatory capital ratios as minimum 
standards and most banking 
organizations have been expected to 
operate well over minimum ratios. 

The banking agencies are currently 
attempting to develop revised uniform 
leverage capital standards for 
implementation by year-end 1990, based 
upon the common definition of capital 
contained in their risk-based capital 
guidelines. In this connection, the FRB 
has adopted a new leverage ratio 
employing a definition of Tier 1 capital 
which is consistent with that used for 
risk-based capital purposes. This Tier 1 
leverage standard, which will replace 


the existing leverage ratios, generally 
will require a minimum Tier 1 capital 
ratio of 3 percent plus an additional 
cushion of at least 100 to 200-basis 
points for most State member banks. 
OCC has proposed a 3 percent Tier 1 
leverage ratio that it views as a 
minimum for national banks. The FDIC 
is in the process of developing a revised 
leverage ratio proposal. 

OTS has a three percent core capital 
and a 1.5 percent tangible capital 
leverage requirement for thrift 
institutions, as required by FIRREA. 
Goodwill is generally deducted from the 
calculation of regulatory capital with the 
exception of “qualifying supervisory 
goodwill,” acquired on or before April 
12, 1989, which can be included in the 
calculation of core capital, with certain 
limitations, over a five year phase-out 
period. For periods prior to January 1, 
1992, the amount of qualifying 
supervisory goodwill included in the 
calculation of core capital cannot 
exceed 1.5 percentage points [i.e., one- 
half of the minimum 3 percent leverage 
ratio requirement). This allowable level 
phases down to zero, effective January 
1, 1995. 


Risk-Based Capital Ratios 


The three Federal banking agencies 
have adopted risk-based capital 
standards consistent with the Basle 
Accord. These standards require 
minimum risk-based capital (Tier 1 plus 
Tier 2) for all banking organizations 
equal to 7.25 percent of risk-adjusted 
assets as of year-end 1990 and 
increasing to 8 percent as of year-end 
1992. Risk-adjusted assets are calculated 
by assigning risk weights of 0, 20, 50 and 
100-percent to broad categories of assets 
based upon their relative credit risks. As 
is the case with leverage ratios, the 
banking agencies view the risk-based 
requirement as a minimum ratio. Under 
the auspices of the Basle Supervisors’ 
Committee, and domestically among 
themselves, U.S, bank regulatory 
authorities are attempting to develop 
ways of quantifying the risks associated 
with changes in interest rates, equity 
investments, and foreign exchange 
activities to supplement the basic risk- 
based capital framework. 

OTS has adopted a risk-based capital 
standard which, in many respects, is 
similar to the framework adopted by the 
banking agencies. The OTS standard 
currently requires a minimum risk-based 
capital ratio equal to 6.4 percent of risk- 
adjusted assets and this percentage is 
slated to increase to 7.2 percent as of 
year-end 1990 and 8 percent by year-end 
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1992. OTS is also contemplating an 
additional element for interest rate risk. 


Equity Investments 


To the extent that commercial banks 
and FDIC-supervised savings banks are 
allowed to invest in equity securities 
under applicable Federal or State law, 
such investments are assigned to the 100 
percent risk-weight category, for risk- 
based capital purposes, by all three of 
the Federal banking agencies. 

The OTS risk-based capital standards 
require that thrift institutions deduct 
equity investments from capital over a 
five-year phase-in period. 


FSLIC/FDIC-Covered Assets 


The Federal banking agencies 
generally place FSLIC/FDIC-covered 
assets (assets subject to guarantee 
arrangements by the FSLIC or FDIC) in 
the 20 percent risk-weight category. 
However, the banking agencies have 
permitted limited exceptions on a case- 
by-case basis in several large bank 
assistance transactions. 

The OTS places these assets in the 
zero percent risk-weight category. 


Repossessed Assets and Assets More 
Than 90 Days Past Due 


The Federal banking agencies require 
that foreclosed real estate be written 
down to fair value (see Appendix 2, 
“Specific Valuation Allowances for, and 
Charge-Offs of, Troubled Real Estate 
Loans not in Foreclosure” and 
“Valuation of Foreclosed Real Estate”: 
for further details) and assigned to the 
100 percent risk weight category. Assets 
90 days or more past due, including 1 to 
4 family mortgages, are assigned to the 
100 percent risk weight category. 
Consistent with the Basle framework, 
the 100 percent risk weight category is 
the highest risk category under the risk- 
based capital guidelines of the banking 
agencies. However, the volume of these 
items is a subjective factor used in 
determining how much capital over the 
minimum may be necessary. 

The OTS has created a 200 percent 
risk-weight category to which 
repossessed assets and assets more than 
90 days past due are assigned. An 
exception exists for 1 to 4 family 
mortgages more than 90 days past due, 
which are assigned to the 100 percent 
risk weight category. 

Limitation on Subordinated Debt and 
Limited Life Preferred 


The Federal banking agencies limit 
subordinated debt and intermediate- 
term preferred stock that may be treated 
as part of Tier 2 capital to an amount 
not exceeding 50 percent of Tier 1 
capital. In addition, all maturing capital 


instruments must be discounted by 20 
percent each year of the five years 
before maturity. The banking agencies 
adopted this approach in order to 
emphasize equity versus debt in the 
assessment of capital adequacy. 

The OTS has no limitation on the ratio 
of maturing capital instruments as part 
of Tier 2. Also, for all maturing 
instruments issued on or after November 
7, 1989 (those issued before are 
grandfathered with respect to the 
discounting requirement), thrifts have 
the option of using either (a) the 
discounting approach used by the 
banking regulators, or (b) an approach 
which allows for the full inclusion of all 
such instruments provided that the 
amount maturing in any one year does 
not exceed 20 percent of the thrift’s total 
capital. 

Subsidiaries 

The federal banking agencies 
consolidate all significant majority- 
owned subsidiaries of the parent 
organization. The purpose of this 
practice is to assure that capital 
requirements are related to all of the 
risks to which the bank is exposed. 
Subsidiaries which are not consolidated 
on a line-for-line basis can be 
consolidated on a pro-rata basis, or the 
investments in such subsidiaries can be 
deducted entirely from capital, or be 
risk-weighted.at 100 percent. For 
example, the FDIC deducts investments 
in, and unsecured advances to, 
securities subsidiaries of state 
nonmember banks established pursuant 
to § 337.4 of the FDIC regulations. These 
options, with respect to the 
consolidation of subsidiaries for the 
purpose of determining the capital 
adequacy of the parent organization, 
provide the banking agencies with the 
flexibility necessary to ensure that 
adequate capital is being provided 
commensurate with the actual risks 
involved. Such flexibility is essential to 
ensure a realistic assessment of an 
institution's capital adequacy. 

Under OTS capital guidelines, a 
distinction, mandated by FIRREA, is 
drawn between subsidiaries engaged in 
those activities that are permissible for 
national banks and subsidiaries engaged 
in “impermissible” activities for national 
banks. The issue of subsidiaries engaged 
in permissible versus impermissible 
activities does not arise for banking 
organizations. 

Subsidiaries of thrift institutions that 
engage only.in permissible activities are 
consolidated on a line-for-line basis, if 
majority-owned, and on a pro rate basis, 
if ownership is between 5 percent and 
50 percent. As a general rule, 
investments, including loans, in 
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subsidiaries that engage in 
impermissible activities are deducted in 
determining the capital adequacy of the 
parent. However, investments, including 
loans, outstanding as of April 12, 1989 to 
subsidiaries which were engaged in 
impermissible activities prior to that 
date are grandfathered and will be 
phased-out of capital over five years. 
During this transition period, 
investments in subsidiaries engagerd in 
impermissible activities which have not 
been phased out of capital are to be 
consolidated on a pro rata basis. 


Qualifying Multifamily Mortgaged Loans 


The banking agencies place 
multifamily mortgage loans (five units or 
more) in the 100 percent risk-weight 
category along with most other 
commercial loans since the risks in both 
assets are similar. 

The OTS allows certain multifamily 
mortgage loans (e.g., those secured by 
buildings with 5-36 units, a maximum 80 
percent loan to value ratio, and 80 
percent occupancy rate) to qualify for 
the 50 percent risk-weight category. 


Nonresidential Construction and Land 
Loans 


The banking agencies assign loans for 
real estate development and 
construction purposes to the 100 percent 
risk weight category 

OTS generally assigns these loans to 
the same 100 percent risk category. 
However, if the amount of the loan 
exceeds 80 percent of the fair value of 
the property, the excess portion is 
deducted from capital in accordance 
with the same five-year phase-in 
arrangement as described above for 
“Equity Investments.” 


Mortgage-Backed Securities (MBS) 


The federal banking agencies, in 
general, place private-issue MBS in 
either the 50 percent or 100 percent risk- 
weight category, depending upon the 
appropriate risk category of the 
underlying assets, However, privately- 
issued MBS, collateralized by 
government agency or government- . 
sponsored agency securities, are 
generally assigned to the 20 percent risk 
weight category. 

The OTS assigns private-issue high- 
quality mortgage-related securities (also 
known as “SMMEA” securities) to the 
20 percent risk weight category. These 
are, generally, private-issue MBS with 
AA or better investment ratings, 


Intangible Assets 


The banking agencies do not allow 
goodwill to be included in capital for 
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commercial banks and-FDIC-supervised 
savings banks. 

Pursuant to FIRREA, OTS allows 
“qualifying supervisory goodwill” to be 
included as part of core capital through 
year-end 1994. Supervisory goodwill is 
goodwill acquired in an acquisition . 
where the fair market value of the assets 
was less than the fair market value of 
the liabilities at the acquisition date or 
goodwill acquired in the acquisition of a 
problem institution. 

The banking agencies and OTS 
require that all other intangible assets 
meet a three-part test which covers the 
reliability of cash flows, the existence of 
active and liquid markets, and the 
separability of the intangible asset from 
the bulk of the institution’s other assets 
in order to be eligible for inclusion in 
capital. 

The OCC also imposes a limit of 25 
percent of Tier 1 capital on the amount 
of qualifying intangible assets, including 
purchased mortgage servicing rights, 
which can be included in the risk-based 
capital calculation. 

The FRB expects banks to avoid over 
reliance on any intangible assets, 
including purchased mortgage servicing 
rights, within capital. In addition to 
excluding goodwill, the FRB gives close 
scrutiny to any other intangible assets 
exceeding 25 percent of Tier 1 capital, 
and generally would expect intangibles 
not to exceed this threshold. 
Furthermore, the FRB deducts all 
intangible assets from a banking 
organization’s capital on a case-by-case 
basis whenever that organization is 
undertaking expansion, engaging in new 
activities, or experiencing unusual risks. 

Currently, the FDIC generally deducts 
all intangible assets, except purchased 
mortgage servicing rights, in calculating 
the leverage and risk-based capital 
ratios of banks and FDIC-supervised 
savings banks. At present, there is no 
specific limitation on the amount of 
purchased mortgage servicing rights that 
may be included in capital, but the FDIC 
has issues a proposa! which would 
deduct purchased mortgage servicing 
rights exceeding 25 percent of Tier 1 
capital in calculating both leverage and 
risk-based capital ratios. Furthermore, 
the FDIC's decision in this matter will 
affect OTS-supervised savings 
institutions in accordance with FIRREA 
and section 5(t)(4)(C) of the revised 
Home Owner's Loan Act of 1933. 

The OTS has no 25 percent limitation 
on intangible assets at this time. As 
required by FIRREA, OTS permits thrift 
institutions to include only 90 percent of 
the fair market value of purchased 
mortgage servicing rights in the 
calculation of the leverage and risk- 
based capital ratios. 


Assets Sold With Resource . 


As a general rule, the banking 
agencies require full leverage and risk- 
based capital charges on assets sold 
with recourse,,even when the recourse is 
limited. The exceptions to this-rule 
pertain to pools of 1 to 4 family 
residential mortgages (see Appendix 2, 
“Sales of Assets With Resource” for 
further details). 

OTS limits the capital required on 
assets sold with limited recourse to the 
lesser of the amount of recourse or the 
actual amount of capital that would 
otherwise be required against that asset, 
i.e., the normal capital charge. 

Some securitized asset arrangements 
involve the issuance of senior and 
subordinated classes of securites. When 
a bank originates such a transaction and 
retains a subordinated piece, the 
banking agencies require that capital be 
maintained against the entire amount of 
the asset pool. When a bank acquires a 
subordinated security in a pool of assets 
that it did not originate, the banking 
agencies assign the investment in the 
subordinated piece to the 100 percent 
risk weight category. 

OTS requires that capital be 
maintained against the entire amount of 
the asset pool in both of the situations 
described in the preceding paragraph. 
Additionally, the OTS applies a capital 
charge to the full amount of assets being 
serviced when the servicer is required to 
absorb credit losses on the assets being 
serviced. 

The federal bank and thrift 
supervisory agencies, under the auspices 
of the Federal Financial Institutions 
Examination Council, have issued for 
public comment a fact-finding paper 
pertaining to the entire range of issues 
pertaining to recourse arrangements. 
These issues include the definition of 
“recourse” and the appropriate reporting 
and capital treatments te be applied to 
recourse arrangements, including so- 
called recourse servicing arrangements 
and limited recourse. The objective of 
this effort is to develop appropriate and 
uniform treatment of recourse 
arrangements for capital adequacy, 
other regulatory, and reporting purposes. 


Agricultural Loan Loss Amortization. 


In the computation of regulatory. . 
capital, those banks accepted into the 
agricultural loan loss amortization 
program pursuant to Title VIII of the 
Competitive Equality Banking Act of 
1987 may defer and amortize losses © 
incurred on agricultural loans between 
January 1, 1984 and December 31, 1991. 
The program also applies to losses 
incurred between January 1, 1983 and 
December 31, 1991, as a result of 


reappraisals and sales of agricultural 
other real estate owned and agricultual 
personal property. Thrifts are not 
eligible to participate inthe agricultural 
loan loss amortization program 
established by this statute. 


Treatment of Junior Liens on One to 
Four Family Properties 


In some cases, a bank may make two 
loans on a single residential property, 
one loan secured by a first lien, the 
other by a second lien. The FDIC and 
FRB view these two transactions as a 


’ single loan. The total amount of these 


transactions could be assigned to the 
100 percent risk weight category, if in 
the aggregate, the two loans exceeded a 
prudent loan-to-value ratio, and 
therefore, did not qualify for the 50 
percent risk weight. This approach is 
intended to avoid possible 
circumvention of the capital requirement 
and capture’the risks associated with 
the combined transactions. 

The OCC and OTS generally assign 
the loan secured by the first lien to the 
50 percent risk weight category and the 


‘ loan secured by the second lien to the 


100 percent risk weight category. 
Phase-in Requirements 


The banking agencies, consistent with 
the Basle Accord, have adopted 
transition rules for a two year period 
beginning December 31, 1990. During 
this period, banks will be required to 
maintain at least 7.25 percent risk-based 
capital, and may take advantage of 
certain transitional rules. For example, 
up to 10 percent of Tier 1 capital can be 
comprised of Tier 2 capital elements 
through the end of 1992. On December 
31, 1992, the transition rules expire and 
all banks must maintain at least 8 
percent risk-based capital. 

OTS was required by statute to 
implement its risk-based capital 
guidelines by December 7, 1989. FIRREA 
also provides for a different set of 
transition rules than those afforded 
banks, although the ultimate date for full 
implementation is approximately the 
same. Thrifts are required to maintain 80 
percent of the 8 percent risk-based 
capital standard from December 7, 1989 
to December 7, 1990; 90 percent from 
December 31, 1990 to December 30, 1992; 
and 100 percent thereafter. 


Pledged Deposits and Nonwithdrawable 
Accounts 


Instruments such as pledged deposits, 
nonwithdrawable accounts, income 
capital certificates (ICCs), and mutual 
capital certificates (MCCs) do not exist 
in the banking industry and are not 





included in the capital guidelines of the 


agencies. 

ean guidelines of OTS permit 
thrift institutions to include pledged 
deposits and nonwithdrawable accounts 
that meet OTS criteria as well as ICCs, 
and MCCs as capital. 


Mutual Funds 


Rather than looking to a mutual fund's 
actual holdings, the banking agencies 
assign all of a bank's holdings in a 
mutual fund to the risk category 
appropriate to the highest risk asset that 
a particular mutual fund is permitted to 
hold under its operating rules. Thus, the 
banking agencies take into account the 
maximum degree of risk to which a bank 
may be exposed when investing in a 
mutual fund because the composition 
and risk characteristics of its future 
holdings cannot be known in advance. 

OTS applies a capital charge 
apropriate to the riskiest asset that a 
mutual fund is actually holding at a 
particular time. In addition, OTS 
guidelines also permit investments in 
mutual funds to be allocated on a pro- 
rata basis in a manner consistent with 
the actual composition of the mutual 


Under the Federal Financial 
Institutions Examination Council, the 
three federal banking agencies have 
developed uniform reporting standards 
for commercial banks which are used in 
the preparation of the Reports of 
Condition and Income (Call Report). The 
FDIC has also applied these uniform 
Call Report standards to savings banks 
under its supervision. The income 
statement and balance sheet accounts 
presented in the Call Report are used by 
the federal bank supervisory agencies 
for off-site monitoring of the capital 
adequacy of banks and for other 
regulatory, supervisory, surveillance, 
analytical, and general statistical 
purposes. The reporting standards set 
forth for the Call Report are based 
almost entirely on generally accepted 
accounting principles (GAPP) for banks, 
and, as a matter of policy, deviate only 
in those instances where statutory 
requirements or overriding supervisory 
concerns warrant a departure from 
’ GAAP. Thus, insofar as the federal 
banking agencies are concerned, 
uniform accounting standards for 
regulatory and supervisory purposes 
have been established. 

The OTS has developed and 
maintains its own separate reporting 
scheme for the thrift institutions under 


its supervision. The reporting form used 
by savings institutions, known as the 
Thrift Financial Report (TFR), is based 
on GAAP as applied by thrifts, which 
—— in some respects from GAAP for 
8. 


Specific Valuation Allowances for, and 
Charge-offs of, Troubled Real Estate 
Loans not in Foreclosure 


The banking agencies generally 
consider real estate loans which lack 
acceptable cash flow or other ready 
sources of repayment, other than the 
collateral, as “collateral dependent.” 
When a real estate loan is considered to 
be collateral dependent and the fair 
value of the collateral has declined 
below the loan balance, charge-off or 
the establishment of a specific valuation 
allowance is made to reduce the value 
of the loan to the fair value of the 
collateral. Fair value is generally 
determined by a current appraisal: The 
banking agencies believe that this 
approach accurately reflects the amount 
of recovery a financial institution is 
likely to receive if it is forced to 
foreclose on the underlying collateral. 
This approach, followed by the banking 
agencies, is basically consistent with 
GAPP for banks. 

OTS generally requires specific 
valuation allowances for troubled real 
estate loans based on the estimated net 
realizable value (NRV) of the collateral. 
NRV represents the estimated future 
sales price reduced by certain expenses 
and direct holding costs, including the 
cost of capital. Thus, NRV is based on 
the expected cash flows derived from 
the property discounted by the 
institution's cost of capital. NRV 
generally exceeds fair value. If 
additional safety and soundness 
concerns exist, OTS examiners may 
require additional general valuation 
allowances based on historical 
experience and other criteria. This 
difference is attributable to differences 
in GAAP as practiced by banking 
organizations and thrifts. 


General Valuation Allowances for 
Troubled Real Estate Loans 


The banking agencies expect the 
general valuation allowance to be 
sufficient to cover an estimate of 
inherent losses on all loans in the 
portfolio, including the remaining 
balances of individual loans which have 
been partially charged-off or for which 
specific valuation allowances have been 
established. The banking agencies 
believe that this approach appropriately 
reflects the risk of additional loss from 
error in the specific loss estimates. The 
general valuation allowance required for 

anking organizations by the banking 
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agencies and under GAAP are basically 
consistent. 

OTS ordinarily does not require 
general valuation allowances for those 
loans that have been specifically 
reviewed and for which a specific loss 
reserve has been provided. Under the 
OTS approach, the additional risk of 
any loss associated with troubled loans 
is taken into consideration as part of the 
application of their risk-based capital 
standards. 


Valuation of Foreclosed Real Estate 


The banking agencies require that 
foreclosed real estate be valued at the 
lower of book value of fair value at the 
date of foreclosure. The banking 
regulators usually require additional 
write-downs of other real estate owned 
to fair value when fair value declines 
after foreclosure. The approach followed 
by the banking agencies is basically 
consistent with GAAP for banks. 

OTS also requires foreclosed real 
estate to be valued at the lower of book 
value or fair value at the date of 
foreclosure. However, valuation 
allowances for real estate owned after 
the acquisition date are generally based 
on the NRV of the property using a cost 
of capital discount rate, which generally 
provides an NRV that is greater than fair 
value. Under the risk-based capital 
guidelines of OTS, real estate owned 
(i.e., foreclosed property) is risk- 
weighted at 200 percent; that is, it 
receives double the capital charge that 
standard risk assets receive. OTS 
believes that this approach adequately 
compensates for any additional risk. 
However, if additional safety and 
soundness concerns exist, valuation 
allowances based on NRV, using a risk- 
adjusted discount rate or fair value, may 
be required. This difference is 
attributable to differences in GAAP as 
practiced by banking organizations and 
thrifts. 

Futures Contracts, Forwards, and 
Standby Commitments 


The banking agencies, as a general 
rule, do not permit the deferral of losses 
on futures, forwards, and standby 
contracts whether or not they are used 
for hedging purposes. All changes in 
market value of futures and forward 
contracts are reported in current period 
income, and standby contracts must be 
reported at the lower of cost or market 
value. The banking agencies adopted 
this reporting standard as a supervisory 
policy prior to the adoption of FASB 
Statement No. 80, which permits hedge 
or loss deferral accounting, under 
certain circumstances. However, hedge 
accounting in accordance with FASB 
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Statement No. 80 is permitted by the 
banking agencies for futures and 
forward contracts used in mortgage 
banking operations. A proposal to ' 
permit banks to use hedge accounting 
for futures contracts beyond their 
mortgage banking operations is 
currently under consideration. 

OTS practice is to follow FASB 
Statement No. 80 for futures contracts. 
In accordance with this statement, when 
hedging criteria are satisfied, the 
accounting for the futures contract is 
related to the accounting for the hedged 
item. Changes in the market value of the 
futures contract are recognized in 
income when the effects of related 
changes in the price or interest rate of 
the hedged item are recognized. Such 
reporting can result in deferred losses 
which would be reflected as assets on 
the thrift’s balance sheet in accordance 
with GAAP. 


Excess Servicing Fees 


As a general rule, the banking 
agencies do not follow GAAP for excess 
servicing fees, but require a more 
conservative treatment. Excess servicing 
arises when loans are sold with 
servicing retained and the stated 
servicing fee rate is greater than a 
normal servicing fee rate. With the 
exception of sales of pools of residential 
mortgages for which the banking 
agencies’ approach is consistent with 
FASB Statement No. 65, excess servicing 
fee income in banks must be reported as 
realized over the life of the threatened 
asset. 

In contrast, OTS allows the present 
value of the future excess servicing fee 
to be treated as an adjustment to the 
sales price for purposes of recognizing 
gain or loss on the sale. This approach is 
consistent with FASB Statement No. 65. 


In-Substance Defeasance of Debt 


The banking agencies do not permit 
banks to report the institution's 
defeasance of their liabilities in 
accordance with FASB Statement No. 
76. Defeasance involves a debtor 
irrevocably placing risk-free monetary 
assets in a trust solely for satisfying the 
debt. In order to qualify for this 
treatment, the possibility that the debtor 
will be required to make further 
payments on the debt, beyond the funds 
placed in the trust, must be remote. With 
defeasance, the debt is netted against 
the trust assets, a gain or loss results in 
the current period, and both the trust 
and the liability are removed from the 
balance sheet. However, for Call Report 
purposes, banks must continue to report 
defeased debt as a liability and the 
securities contributed to the trust must 
continue to be reported as assets. No 


netting is permitted, nor is any 


recognition of gains or losses on the 
transaction allowed. The banking 
agencies have not adopted FASB 
Statement No. 76 because of uncertainty 
arding the irrevocability of trusts 

established for defeasance purposes. 
Furthermore, defeasance would not 
relieve the bank of its contractual 
obligation to pay depositors or other 
creditors. 

OTS practice is to follow FASB 
Statement No. 76. 


Sales of Assets with Recourse 


In accordance with FASB Statement 
No. 77, a transfer of receivables with 
recourse is recognized as a sale if: (1) 
The transferor surrenders control of the 
future economic benefits, (2) the 
transferor’s obligation under the 
recourse provisions can be reasonably 
estimated, and (3) the transferee cannot 
require repurchase of the receivables 


_ except pursuant to the recourse 


provisions. 

The practice of the banking agencies 
is generally to allow commercial banks 
to report transfers of receivables with 
recourse as sales only when the 
transferring institution: (1) Retains no 
risk of loss from the assets transferred 
and (2) has no obligation for the 
payment of principal or interest on the 
assets transferred. As a result, virtually 
no transfers of assets with recourse can 
be reported as sales. However, this rule 
has not historically applied to the 
transfer of 1 to 4 family or agricultural 
mortgage loans under any one of the 
government programs (GNMA, FNMA, 
FHLMC and Farmer Mac). Transfers of 
mortgages under these programs are 
treated as sales for Call Report 
purposes. Furthermore, private transfers 
of mortgages are also reported as sales 
if the transferring institution retains only 
an insignificant risk of loss on the assets 
transferred. However, under the risk- 
based capital framework, the seller’s 
obligation under any recourse provision 
related to sales of mortgage loans under 
the government programs is viewed as 
an off-balance sheet exposure that will 
be assigned a 100 percent conversion 
factor. Thus, for risk-based capital 
purposes, capital is generally required to 
be held for any recourse obligation 
associated with such transactions. 

OTS policy is to follow FASB 
Statement No. 77. However, in the 
calculation of risk based capital under 
OTS guidelines, off-balance sheet 
recourse obligations are converted at 
100 percent. This effectively negates the 
sale treatment recognized on a GAAP 
basis for risk-based capital purposes, 
but not for leverage capital purposes. 


Dated at Washington, DC, this 16th day of 
August, 1990. 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corp. 
Robert E. Feldman, 
Deputy Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19781 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


Agency Information Collection 
Submitted to the Office of 


Management and Budget for 
Clearance 


The Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) has submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget the 
following information collection 
package for clearance in accordance 
with the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35). 

Type: New Collection. 

Title: SRFX91 Pilot Off-post CSEPP 
Capability (SPOCC) Data Survey. 

Abstract: FEMA is supporting the 
emergency management agencies in the 
states of Oregon and Utah in the 
development of a Geographic 
Information System based, pilot 
Chemical Stockpile Emergency 
Preparedness Program (CSEPP) 
automated information management 
system. Until the states become self- 
sufficient in automated systems, that 
support includes the building of the site 
specific databases inherent in such a 
system. A requirement exists to 
determine what applicable data is 
available at the state and local level for 
possible incorporation into the pilot 
system. The states are using the SPOCC 
Data Survey as a guide to help them in 
their oral conversations with state and 
local agencies about available data. By 
using the information described on the 
survey, FEMA will provide the technical 
assistance to enable the required data to 
be incorporated into the pilot system. It 
is possible that FEMA would provide 
this assistance to other states involved 
in CSEPP if so requested. 

Types of Respondents: State and local 
governments. 

Estimate of Total Annual Reporting 
and Recordkeeping Burden: 15 Hours. 

Number of Respondents: 30. 

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per 
Response: 30 minutes. 

Frequency of Response: One-Time. 

Copies of the above information 
collection request and supporting 
documentation can be obtained by 
calling or writing the FEMA Clearance 
Officer, Linda Borror, (202) 646-2624, 500 
C Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472. 





Direct comments regarding the burden 
estimate or any aspect of this 
information collection, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden, to: 
The FEMA Clearance Officer at the 
above address; and to Gary Waxman, 
(202) 395-7340, Office of Management 
and Budget, 3235 New Executive Office 
Building, Washington, DC 20503 within 
four weeks of this notice. 

Dated: August 7, 1999. 

Wesley C. Moore, 
Director, Office of Administrative Support. 
[FR Doc. 90-19770 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 


The Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) has submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget the 
following information collection 
packages for clearance in accordance 
with the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35). 

Type: Revision of 3067-0100. 

Title: Emergency Management 
Training State Work Plan 

Abstract: The FEMA Form 95-5 and 
95-5a are used by the states 
participating in the Emergency 
Management Training Program to 
project annually and report quarterly the 
number of training activities, 
participants and costs. 

Type of Respondents: State or local 
governments. 

Estimate of Total Annual Reporting 
and Recordkeeping Burden: 303. 

Number of Respondents: 56. 

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per 
Response: 32.5 minutes. 

Frequency of Response: Quarterly; 
annually. 

Copies of the above information 
collection request and supporting 
documentation can be obtained by 
calling or writing the FEMA Clearance 
Officer, Linda Borror, (202) 646-2624, 500 
C Street SW., Washington, DC 20472. 

Direct comments regarding the burden 
estimate or any aspect of this 
information collection, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden, to: 
The FEMA Clearance Officer at the 
above address; and to Gary Waxman, 
(202) 395-7340, Office of Management 
and Budget, 3235 New Executive Office 
Building, Washington, DC 20503 within 
four weeks of this notice. 


Dated: August 13, 1990. 
Wesley C. Moore, 
Director, Office of Administrative Support. 
[FR Doc. 90-19771 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-01-™ 


Agency Information Collection 
Submitted to the Office of 


Management and Budget for 
Clearance 


The Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) has submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget the 
following information collection 
package for clearance in accordance 
with the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35). 

Type: Extension of 3067-0175. 

Title: National Community Volunteer 
Fire Prevention Program—Partnerships 
Against Fire. 

Abstract: The twenty remaining 
participating States and two local 
organizations have been awarded grants 
to develop locally appropriate _ 
demonstration project fire prevention 
programs which can be transferred and/ 
or replicated in other communities. 
Grantees must complete budget forms 
and narrative of program plans for both 
application and progress reports. 

Type of Respondents: State or local 
governments, Non-profit institutions. 

Estimate of Total Annual Reporting 
and Recordkeeping Burden: 2,090. 

Standard Form Account: 2,089, 

Agency Account: 1. 

Number of Respondents: 22. 

Estimated Average Burden Hours per 
Response: 18. 

Frequency of Response: Quarterly and 
Annually. 

Copies of the above information 
collection request and supporting 
documentation can be obtained by 
calling or writing the FEMA Clearance 
Officer, Linda Borror, (202) 646-2624, 500 
C Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472. 

Direct comments regarding the burden 
estimate or any aspect of this 
information collection, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden, to: 
The FEMA Clearance Officer at the 
above address; and to Gary Waxman, 
(202) 395-7340, Office of Management 
and Budget, 3235 New Executive Office 
Building, Washington, DC 20503 within 
four weeks of this notice. 

Dated: August 15, 1990. 

Wesley C. Moore, 

Director, Office of Administrative Support. 
[FR Doc. 90-19772 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-01-M 
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[FEMA-875-DR] 


Amendment To Notice of a Major 
Disaster Declaration; Vermont 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice amends the notice 
of a major disaster for the State of 
Vermont (FEMA-875-DR), dated July 25, 
1990, and related determinations. 
DATES: August 13, 1990. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Neva K. Elliott, Disaster Assistance 
Programs, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472 (202) 646-3614. 

NOTICE: The notice of a major disaster 
for the State of Vermont, dated July 25, 
1990, is hereby amended to include the 
following areas among those areas 
determined to have been adversely 
affected by the catastrophe declared a 
major disaster by the President in his 
declaration of July 25, 1990: 


Orange County for Public Assistance. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
83.516, Disaster Assistance). 


Grant C. Peterson, 

Associate Director, State and Local Programs 
and Support Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 

[FR Doc. 90-19773 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-02- 


Guidance on Offsite Emergency 
Radiation Measurement Systems, 
Phase 1—Agency (FEMA) 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). 

ACTION: Notice of availability of a 
FEMA guidance document on offsite 
emergency radiation systems for 
measurement of the airborne release in 
the event of an accident at a commercial 
nuclear power plant and invitation for 
submittal of comments on the guidance 
document. 


SUMMARY: The document, “Guidance on 
Offsite Emergency Radiation 
Measurement Systems, Phase 1— 
Airborne Release, FEMA REP-2, Rev. 2, 
dated June 1990, will be available for 
distribution to the public and comment 
on August 31, 1990. Copies will be 
distributed to State and local 
government and utility emergency 
planners with nuclear power plant 
planning and preparedness 
responsibilities and to member agencies 
of the Federal Radiological 
Preparedness Coordinating Committee 
for review, comment, and interim use. 
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As the lead Federal Agency under the 
FEMA rule 44 CFR part 350, FEMA is 
responsible for the approval of offsite 
radiological emergency planning and 
preparedness around commercial 
nuciear power plants throughout the 
United States. This rule provides the | 
regulatory framework through which the 
Agency evaluates and approves State 
and local radiological emergency 
planning and preparedness. Under the 
FEMA rule 44 CFR part 351, FEMA 
provides guidance such as FEMA REP-2, 
Rev. 2, to state and local governments. 
This document was developed to 
elaborate upon the requirements of 44 
CFR part 350 as related to offsite 
emergency radiation systems for 
measurement of the airborne release. 
The guidance is intended to assist State 
and local planners and utilities in 
understanding the standards that FEMA 
will use to assess the adequacy of 
offsite emergency radiation systems for 
measurement of the airborne release 
and to assist FEMA personnel in 
uniformly interpreting and applying the 
applicable planning standards and 
criteria from NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP- 
1, Rev. 1, during plan reviews and 
exercises. 

This is the first of a series of guidance 
docments on offsite instrumentation 
prepared by the Federal Radiological 
Preparedness Coordinating Committee, 
Subcommittee on Offsite Emergency 
Instrumentation for Nuclear Incidents. 
This is the second revision of the 
original document published in 
September 1980. This document 
provides guidance on the selection and 
use of radiation instrumentation and 
methodologies that are currently 
available to detect and measure 
radioactive components, with emphasis 
on the measurement and evalation of 
the radioiodines in airborne releases, in 
the event of a nuclear accident at a light 
water nuclear power plant. Many topics 
ancillary to the specific instrumentation 
requirments are included to provide a 
basis for the specific recommendations 
with respect to accident notification, 
exposure rate verification, the definition 
of an emergency worker, acceptable 
dosimetry systems, response team 
manpower, etc. 

This document is intended for interim 
use pending publication of a final 
edition. Comments received by FEMA 
on this document will be analyzed by 
the Federal Radiological Preparedness 
Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee 
on Offsite Emergency Instrumentation 
for Nuclear Incidents, and the results of 
this analysis will be used to develop the 
final edition of FEMA REP-2, Rev. 2. 


A single copy of this document may 
be requested by writing FEMA, P.O. Box 
70274, Washington, DC 20024. Please 


request FEMA REP-2, Rev. 2, “Guidance ° 


on Offsite Emergency Radiation 
Measurement Systems Phase 1— 
Airborne Plume”. 

Comments on this document will be 
accepted through December 31, 1990, 
and should be addressed to: Rules 
Docket Clerk, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Room 840, 500 C 
Street Southwest, Washington, DC 
20472. 

Dated: August 13, 1990. 

For the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 

Grant C. Peterson, 

Associate Director, State and Local Programs 
and Support. 

[FR Doc. 90-19774 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-20-01 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Agreement(s) Filed 


The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice that the following 
agreement(s) has been filed with the 
Commission pursuant to section 15 of 
the Shipping Act, 1916, and section 5 of 
the Shipping Act of 1984. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each agreement at the 
Washington, DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
NW., room 10220. Interested parties may 
submit protests or comments on each 
agreement to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, within 10 days after the date of 
the Federal Register in which this notice 
appears. The requirements for 
comments and protests are found in 
§ 560.602 and/or § 572.603 of Title 46 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Any person filing a comment or 
protest with the Commission shall, at 
the same time, deliver a copy of that 
document to the person filing the 
agreement at the address shown below. 

Agreement No.: 224-200402. 

Title: Maryland Port Administration/ 
Puerto Rico, Maritime Shipping 
Authority Terminal, Agreement. 

Parties: 

Maryland Port Administration (MPA) 

Puerto Rico Maritime Shipping 

Authority (PRMSA) 

Filing Party: Mr. Brenden W. 
O'Malley, Executive Director, Maryland 
Port Administration, The World Trade 
Center, Baltimore, MD 21202-3041. 


34347 


Synopsis: The Agreement provides 
PRMSA with a 90-day lease of 20 acres 
at the Dundalk Marine Terminal for: the 
berthing of its vessels; loading, 
discharging and storage of cargoes; and 
related operations. PRMSA receives a 
10% discount on MPA’s tariff charges for 
dockage, wharfage, crane rental and 
acreage rental. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19734 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


[Agreement No. 202-011296] 


Norbel Service Agreement 


Reference is made to the Federal 
Register Notice of August 6, 1990, (55 
FR 31895). 

The above named Agreement has 
been redesignated as Agreement No. 
203-011296. 


By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. — 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 90-19740 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


—=—_——x—_—__=_=_aueeee 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


Application for Hardship Exemption 
From Provisions of Section 4 of the 
Bank Holding Company Act; Hy-Vee 
Food Stores, Chariton, IA 


Hy-Vee Food Stores, Inc., Chariton, 
Iowa (“Hy-Vee”), has applied pursuant 
to section 4(d) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (“BHC Act”) (12 U.S.C. 
1843(d)), for an exemption from the 
provisions of the BHC Act limiting the 
nonbanking activities of a bank holding 
company. Applicant controls the 
National Bank & Trust Company of 
Chariton, Chariton, Iowa. 

Under section 4(d), the exemption 
may be granted “(1) to avoid disrupting 
business relationships that have existed 
over a long period of years without 
adversely affecting the banks or 
communities involved, or (2) to avoid 
forced sales of small locally owned 
banks to purchasers not similarly 
representative of community interests, 
or (3) to allow retention of banks that 
are so small in relation to the holding 
company’s total interests and so small 
in relation to the banking market to be 
served as to minimize the likelihood that 





the bank's powers to grant or deny 
credit may be influenced by a desire to 
further the holding company’s other 
interests.” Hy-Vee has applied under the 
first two grounds. 

Any comments or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and 
received by William W. Wiles, 
Secretary, Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, Washington, 
DC 20551, not later than September 21, 
1990. Any request for a hearing on this 
application must, as required by 
§ 262.3(e) of the Board's Rules of 
Procedure (12 CFR 262.3(e)}, be 
accompanied by a statement of reasons 
why a written presentation would not 
suffice in lieu of a hearing, identifying 
specifically any questions of fact that 
are in dispute, summarizing the evidence 
that would be presented at a hearing, 
and indicating how the party 
commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of the proposal. 

This application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, August 16, 1990. 

Jennifer J. Johnson, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 90-19751 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


information Collection Activities Under 


AGENCY: Public Buildings Service (PMF), 
GSA. 

summary: The GSA hereby gives notice 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980 that it is requesting the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB} to 
renew expiring information collection 
3090-0044, Application/Permit for use of 
Space in Public Buildings and Grounds. 
This GSA form is used by the general 
public to request the use of public space 
in Federal buildings for cultural, 
recreational or educational activities. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Bruce 
McConneil, GSA Desk Officer, Room 
3235, NEOB, Washington, DC 20503, and 
to Mary L. Cunningham, GSA Clearance 
Officer. General Services 
Administration (CAIR), 18th & F Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20405. 

Annual Reporting Burden: 

Respondents: 8,000; annual responses: 
1.0; average hours per response: 
0.0833; burden hours: 666. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Valerie W. Matthews, (202) 501-0842. 


Copy of Proposal: May be obtained 
from the Information Collection 
Management Branch (CAIR), Room 7102, 
GSA Building, 18th & F St. NW., 
Washington, DC 20405, by telephoning 
(202) 501-2691, or by faxing your request 
to (202) 501-2727. 

Dated: August 8, 1990. 

Emily C. Karam, 

Director, Information Management Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19709 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-23-M 


information Collection Activities Under 
Office of Management and Budget 
Review 


AGENCY: Office of Administration (C), 
GSA. 

summary: The GSA hereby gives notice 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980 that it is requesting the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) to 
renew expiring information collection 
3090-0163, Information Collections 
Specific to a Contract or Contracting 
Action (not required by regulation). This 
information collection is used to grant or 
approve leases, issue bid invitations, 
negotiate sales, purchase equipment, 
obtain analytical services, and operate 
facilities. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments to Bruce 


McConnell, GSA Desk Officer, Room 
3235, NEOB, Washington, DC, 20503, 
and to Mary L. Cunningham, GSA 
Clearance Officer, General Services 
Administration (CAIR), 18th & F Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20405. 
Annual Reporting Burden: 
Respondents: 2,185; annual responses: 
1.824; average hours per response: 
14; recordkeeping hours: 11,100; 
total burden hours: 66,856. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John Hughes, (202) 501-2162. Copy of 
Proposal: May be obtained from the 
Information Collection Management 
Branch (CAIR), Room 7102, GSA 
Building, 18th & F Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20405, by telephoning 
(202) 501-2691, or by faxing your request 
to (202) 501-2727. 
Dated: August 14, 1990. 
Emily C. Karam, 
Director, Information Management Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19710 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6920-34-M 


[G-80-3] 


Delegation of Authority to the 
Secretary of State 


Pursuant to the authority vested in me 
by section 3726 of title 31, United States 
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Code, I have determined that it is both 
cost-effective and in the public interest 
to delegate authority to the Secretary of 
State to conduct a prepayment audit of 
transportation bills relating to freight, 
personal property, and passenger 
movements arranged by the 
Transportation Division, Department of 
State, subject to the provisions of the 
Federal Property Management 
Regulations, title 41, Code of Federal 
Regulations, subpart 101-41, and 
amendments thereto. 

The Secretary of State may redelegate 
this authority to any officer, official, or 
employee of the Department of State. 

The Secretary of State shall notify the 
General Services Administration in 
writing of these additional redelegations 
and their basis. This delegation is 
effective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Dated: August 13, 1990. 

Richard G. Austin, 

Administrator of General Services. 

[FR Doc. 90-19706 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-24-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Office of the Secretary 


Change in Numbering of Department 
of Health and Human Services 
Programs in the Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance (CFDA) 


Effective October 1, 1990, the Health 
and Human Services (HHS) Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) 
Program Number series will change from 
13.XXX to 93.XXX. The last three digits 
of existing program numbers will remain 
intact except as listed below: 

Office of the Secretary (OS) 
13.675... 

aosenbsonegepsepeessousoonbansoosbed 93.002 
Health Care Financing Administration 
(HCFA) 
RCT Win vnssstecabccvtagens’ Socrgebiatevencoeqneesbaceeuipesosoossoed 93.778 


F aie Support Administration (FSA) 


13.780......coccccscssensorecrecsesorsresesssceseeseegnocseosroceeses §$3.020 
13.781.......cccsccrorsossescereosercrssvascovevereoccvessaveseneese 93.021 
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TDFO7 ..nensavorenctqnienevsovernsanie 
Dated: August 13, 1990. 
Dennis J. Fischer, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary, Finance. 
[FR Doc. 90-19783 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


Health Resources and Services 
Administration 


Availability of Funds for Grants for 
Health Care for the Homeless 


AGENCY: Health Resources and Services 
Administration, HHS. 


ACTION: Notice of extension of 
application due date. 


SUMMARY: This notice extends the due 


date previously published in the Federal 
Register on August 1, 1990 (55 FR 31233) 
for applications to provide for the 
delivery of health care services to 
homeless individuals. The new due date 
is February 1, 1991. All other 
information remains unchanged. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 
John H. Kelso, 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 90-19753 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-15-M 


National Institutes of Health 


National Cancer institute; Meeting 
(Cancer Clinical Investigation Review 
Committee) 


Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
_ is hereby given of the meeting of the 
Cancer Clinical Investigation Review 
Committee, National Cancer Institute, 
on September 5-6, 1990, Georgetown 
Holiday Inn, 2101 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washingten, DC 20007. 

- This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 5 from 7:30 p.m. 
until 8 p.m. to review administrative 
details and other cancer clinical 
investigation review issues. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)({4) and 552(c)(6), 
title 5, U.S.C. and section 10{d) of Public 
Law 92-463, the meeting will be closed 
to the public on September 5 from 8 p.m. 
until recess and on September 6 from 
7:30 a.m. to adjournment for the review, 
discussion and evaluation of individual 
grant applications. These applications 
and the discussions could reveal 
confidential trade secrets or commercial 
property such as patentable material, 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications, the disclosure of which 


would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

The Committee Management Office, 
National Cancer Institute, Building 31, 
room 10A06, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20892 (301/ 
496-5708) will provide summaries of the 
meeting and rosters of committee 
members, upon request. 

Dr. Manual Torres, Executive 
Secretary, Cancer Clinical Investigation 
Review Committee, National Cancer 
Institute, Westwood Building, room 834, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892 (301/496-7481) will 
furnish substantive program 
information. 

This notice is being published less 
than 15 days prior to the meeting due to 
the difficulty of coordinating the 
attendance of members because of the 
conflicting schedules. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Betty J. Beveridge, . 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 90-19929 Filed 8-45-90; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of Policy Development and 
Research 


[Docket No. N-90-3138; FR 2883-N-01] 


Commission on Regulatory Barriers to 
Affordable Housing; Meeting 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Policy Development and 
Research, 

ACTION: Notice of public hearing and 
open meeting. 


SUMMARY: The Commission was 
established on March 14, 1990, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Commission's charter and the Federal 


‘Advisory Committee Act (FACA). The 
Commission was created to advise the 


Secretary on the nature and impact upon 
costs of Federal, State, and local 
regulations governing the construction 
and rehabilitation of housing and to 
present its findings as well as advisory 
recommendations as to possible 
remedial Federal, State, and local 
actions that can be taken to eliminate 
excessive, duplicative or unnecessary 
regulations that increase the cost of 
housing. 

The first meeting of the Commission 
was held in Washington on May 31, 
1990. At that meeting a decision was 
made to hold public hearings for the 
purpose of soliciting testimony on the 
nature and extent of regulatory barriers 
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to affordable housing and on possible 
appraoches for implementing regulatory 
reform. Regional public hearings have 
been held in Trenton, New Jersey and 
Chicago, Illinois and a third hearing is 
scheduled for San Francisco, California 
on September 12-13th, 1990. 


TIME AND PLACE: A public hearing and 
open Commission meeting will be held 
in Washington, DC on September 25- 
26th, 1990. The public hearing will be 
held on September 25th and will run 
from 9:30 a.m. to approximately 4:30 p.m. 
The Commission meeting will be held on 
September 26th and will run from 9:30 
a.m. to approximately 4:30 p.m. Both the 
hearing and meeting will take place at 
the Georgetown University Conference 
Center, 3800 Reservoir Road, NW., 
Washington, DC 20057. 


AGENDA: Hearing—At the Commission 
hearing (September 25th), testimony will 
be heard from representatives of various 
national organizations with an interest 
in the relationship of building 
regulations to the production of 
affordable housing as well as appointed 
and elected public officials with an 
interest in the issue. The Commission 
expects that it will hear a range of 
testimony and views on the nature of 
regulatory barriers to affordable housing 
as well as recommendations for possible 
legislative, administrative, and judicial 
approaches that can be taken to address 
the problem. 

Meeti: At the Commission meeting 
(September 26th), the Commission 
expects to address the following: 

1. A review of hearings held to date 
including findings and the identification 
of any subject areas for which 
additional information is needed; 

2. A discussion of possible 
Commission findings; and, 

3. Development of a work plan for 
preparation of draft findings, 
recammendations and report outline. 


PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: The hearing will 
consist primarily of testimony from 
invited witnesses. One hour has been 
set aside, after scheduled testimony and 
questions, for unscheduled testimony 
from representatives of additional 
national organizations and public 
officials with an interest in the issue of 
regulatory barriers. Members of the 
general public also wishing‘ to present 
their views to the Commission can 
submit, prior or subsequent to the 
hearing, written remarks for the record. 
Both the hearing and the meeting are 
open to the general public. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Engel, Office of Policy 
Development and*Research, Room 8140, 
Department of Housing and Urban 





Development, 451, Seventh Street SW.., 
Washington, DC 20410. Telephone: (202) 
708-4370. (This is not a toll-free 
number.) 

Dated: August 16, 1990 
Thomas M. Humbert, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Development and Research, United States 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 
[FR Doc. 90-19746 Filed 8-16-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


[Docket No, N-90-3137; FR 2882-N-01] 
Commission on Regulatory Barriers to 
Affordable Housing; Meeting 

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Policy Development and 
Research, HUD. | 

ACTION: Notice of public hearing. 


SUMMARY: The Commission was 
established on March 14, 1990, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Commission's charter and the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA). The 
Commission was created to advise the 
Secretary on the nature and impact upon 
costs of Federal, State, and local 
regulations governing the construction 
end rehabilitation of housing and to 
present its findings as well as advisory 
recommendations as to possible 
remedial Federal, State, and local 
actions that can be taken to eliminate 
excessive, duplicative or unnecessary 
regulations that increase the cost of 
housing. 

The first meeting of the Commission 
was held in Washington on May 31, 
1990, At that meeting a decision was 
made to hold public hearings for the 
purpose of soliciting testimony on the 
nature and extent of regulatory barriers 
to affordable housing and on possible 
approaches for implementing regulatory 
reform. Previous hearings have been 
held in Trenton, New Jersey and 
Chicago, Illinois. . 
TIME AND PLACE: A public hearing will 
be held in San Francisco, California on 
Wednesday and Thursday, September 
12-13, 1990. The first day of hearings 
(September 12th) will run from 9:15 a.m. 
to approximately 4:30 p.m. The second 
day of hearings (September 13th) will 
run from 9 a.m. to approximately 12:30 
p.m. The hearing will take place at Le 
Meridien Hotel, 50 Third Street, San 
Francisco, California, 94103. 

AGENDA: The Commission desires to 
hear a range of testimony and views on 
the nature of regulatory barriers to 
affordable housing and on possible 
legislative, administrative, judicial and 
other approaches that have been or can 


be taken to address the problem. The 
Commission is interested in issues and 
possible solutions and, for this hearing, 
is particularly interested in issues and 
solutions that are most relevant to 
California and other western states. 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: The hearing will 
consist primarily of testimony from : 
invited witnesses as well as testimony 
from the general public. Time has been 
set aside on September 13th, after 
scheduled testimony and questions, for 
testimony from other interested parties. 
Members of the general public wishing 
to testify on that date will be asked to 
register on a first come, first served 
basis. Those who do not have the 
opportunity to testify can, at the hearing 
or subsequently, submit written remarks 
for the record. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Engel, Office of Policy 
Development and Research, Room 8140, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20410. Telephone: (202) 
708-4370. (This is not a toll-free 
number.) 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 
Thomas M. Humbert, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Development and Research, United States 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 
{FR Doc. 90-19745 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wiidlife Service 


Intention To Prepare an Environmental 
impact Statement for the Proposed 
Establishment of the New Madrid 
National Wildlife Refuge in New Madrid 
County, MO 


AGENCY: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an 
environmental impact statement. 


SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 


that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) intends to gather information 
necessary for the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for the creation of the New Madrid 
National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge), New 
Madrid County, Missouri. A public 
meeting will also be held regarding this 
proposal and the EIS preparation. This 
notice is being furnished as required by 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) regulations (40 CFR 1501.7) to 
obtain suggestions and information from 
other agencies and the public on the 
scope of the issues to be addressed in 
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the EIS. Comments and participation in 
this scoping process are solicited. The 
Memphis District, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (Corps) will be a cooperating 
agency in preparation of the EIS 
because of the Corps’ familiarity with 
the basin acquired through other studies. 


DATES: Written comments should be 
received by September 20, 1990. A 
public meeting will be held at 7 p.m. on 
September 11, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be mailed to Jim Salyer, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 436, Mountain 
Grove, Missouri 65711. 

The public meeting will be held at the 
New Madrid Community Building, 1200 
Mill Street, New Madrid, Missouri. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jim Salyer, New Madrid Project 
Manager, P.O. Box 436, Mountain Grove, 
Missouri 65711, telephone: 417/926-5500. 
Jim Salyer is the primary author of this 
document. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department 
of the Interior, announced its intent, via 
a news release dated August 22, 1989, to 
study a proposal for establishing a new 
national wildlife refuge in New Madrid 
County, Missouri, near the northeast city 
limits of the city of New Madrid. A 
public meeting on the proposal was held 
August 29, 1989, in New Madrid. 
Approximately 300 people attended that 
meeting and heard an explanation of the 
proposed study and how the results of 
that study would be made public in an 
Environmental Assessment (EA). The 
attendees also viewed a map of the 
study.area, which included about 16,600 
acres, and they participated in work 
groups as a method of identifying their 
major concerns with the proposal. 

Subsequently, through-‘numerous 
meetings with Federal, State and local 
agencies and with many individuals, the 
Service learned that establishing the 
new Refuge within the study area will 
be more complex than originally 
anticipated. The Service now has 
determined that preparation of an EIS 
would better serve the public interest 
than preparation of an EA. 

In 1986, a proposal for acquisition of 
lands, within what has become the 
study area, was prepared and supported 
by several local businessmen and 
landowners, and submitted to the 
Missouri Department of Conservation 
(MDC). After MDC’s review of the offer, 
they declined, stating that other 
priorities precluded consideration of the 
proposal at that time. The offered 
acquisition package was later made 
available by MDC to the Service, who 
prepared a Preliminary Project Proposal 
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(PPP), which was approved on August 5, 
1988. The PPP stressed the historical 
importance of Lower Mississippi River 
Valley bottomland to migrating 
waterfowl and proposed that 12,400 
acres be purchased from willing sellers 
for establishment of a new national 
wildlife refuge. The purpose of the 
refuge would be to protect, preserve, 
and manage wetlands and bottomland 
forests for waterfowl and other wildlife. 

During the study initiated in August 
1989, a more careful measurement of the 
study area revealed there were 15,700 
acres in the proposal described in the 
PPP. Also during the study period, an 
additional tract of 900 acres was added 
to the northwest corner of the proposed 
refuge area, bringing the total acres 
within the study area to 16,600 acres. 

The Service proposes to acquire as 
much of the 16,600 acres as is available 
from willing sellers in what is known as 
the St. Johns Bayou Basin and Eagles 
Nest areas of New Madrid County, 
Missouri. The two areas are separated 
only by the New Madrid setback levee 
on which County Road P is located. 
Acquisition would be on a willing seller 
or donor basis and could include fee 
title acquisition, lease, and conservation 
easement. There are no plans to 
condemn any lands. 

The St. Johns Bayou Basin and Eagles 
Nest areas are high priorities for 
acquisition under the New Madrid 
Wetlands Project, a component of the 
Lower Mississippi Valley Joint Venture 
of the North American Waterfowl 
Management Plan. Waterfowl 
historically have used these naturally 
flooded hardwood bottomlands. Even 
now, wintering waterfowl are attracted 
to the remaining remnants of the 
seasonally flooded woodlands and the 
croplands that have followed extensive 
clearing. About 85 to 90 percent of the 
area proposed for acquisition is 
intensively farmed, although much of the 
land is low, wet ground. 

Upon acquisition, the Service plans to: 
(1) Develop and manage the lands to 
restore some wetlands and bottomland 
forests in the lowest contours; (2) 
convert some of the farmlands to 
woodlands; and, (3) retain some farming. 
Shallow water impoundments with 
dikes of three to four feet in elevation 
would be constructed for seasonal 
flooding of mast producing trees and 
moist soil plants. Access roads would be 
constructed to slightly higher elevations 
than the existing farm access trails and 
would likely be rock surfaced. 
Additional NEPA compliance would be 
done as required for any planned 
structural developments. 

The proposed acquisition area has 
been divided into seven management 


units to facilitate acquisition and 

management planning. The three units 

that are currently the wettest could be 
converted to waterfowl habitat with the 
least impact on the local farming 
economy. A fourth unit is some of the 
higher and better drained lands and 
would require more extensive 
development to create good waterfowl 
habitat. A fifth unit is low, wet ground 
and some of the first land to flood when 
the Mississippi River is high. It, 
therefore, would provide fair waterfowl 
habitat without any major development. 

Two additional units are the highest 

lands within the proposal and would be 

excellent for waterfowl feeding as well - 
as for public hunting. These two units 
could remain largely in agriculture, or 
else some moist soil impoundments and 
reforestation could be established if, 
during management planning, more 
wetlands or forests were determined to 
be necessary to meet objectives. 

Alternatives to be considered, but not 
limited to, include: 

Alternative A. No Action. 

Alternative B; Under this alternative, the 
Service would establish a minimum 
Refuge unit containing about 2,200 
acres. Management probably would 
emphasize flooded timber and moist 
soil units impounded by low level 
dikes. 

Alternative C. Increase the size of the 
Refuge to 4,400 acres by adding 
another 2,200 acres. About 950 acres 
of cropland are in this unit, some of 
which could be converted to 
woodlands and moist soil 
impoundments. Some cropland would 
be maintained. 

Alternative D. Enlarge the proposed 
Refuge to 5,700 acres by adding a 
1,300 acre unit which contains 
significant lowlands that flood 
annually. These lowlands could be 
developed into moist soil units, and 
the higher ground could continue to be 
cropped. 

Alternative E. Add a 3,000 acre unit to 
increase the proposed Refuge size to 
8,700 acres. This fourth unit is mostly 
open cropland; only about 100 acres of 
timber and wetland are present. Some 
cropland could be retained to provide 
feeding and resting habitat for 
migratory birds. Public hunting could 
be considered on the harvested fields, 
and the lower portion of this unit 
might be developed for public fishing. 

Alternative F. Under this alternative, the 
Refuge size would be increased by 
adding a 2,500 acre unit, bringing the 
total acres to 11,200. This unit is 
usually flooded during high river 
stages and would be managed much 
the same way as described for the 


other units. Some potential for public 

fishing developments occurs in this 

unit also. 

Alternative G. A 4,300 acre unit would 
be added under this alternative, — 
bringing the total Refuge acres to 
15,500. Only about 500 acres in this 
unit are not in cropland. This unit 
traditionally has been used for 
waterfowl hunting. Consideration 
would be given to continuing public 
hunting and retaining as much of the 
area in agricultural use as possible. 

Alternative H. The final unit to be 
considered for addition to the’ 
proposed Refuge contains 1,100 acres 
and would increase the total proposed 
acquisition area to 16,600 acres. This 
unit is mostly cropland and is well 
drained. Should it become part of the 
proposed Refuge, the unit likely would 
be managed as cropland for feeding - 
habitat and public hunting area, with 
a small area as a headquarters site 
with visitor facilities. 

These alternatives are based on the 
Service's opinion that at least some of 
the lands in Alternatives B through D 
would be available for acquisition soon, 
while some of the lands in Alternative E 
through H might not be available for a 
decade or longer. Another emphasis in 
developing the alternatives was to 
minimize agricultural impact, while still 
being able to provide some necessary 
waterfowl sanctuary and to restore 
signficant acres to habitat for waterfowl 
and other wildlife. Even though a map 
has not been presented to illuatrate the 
incremental addition of units, the reader 
is advised that each unit is defined by 
physical boundaries, such as existing 
ditches and levees, so as to minimize 
conflicts with existing and planned 
surface water management. 

The above alternatives, along with 
others identified through the scroping 
process, may or may not be considered 
in detail in the EIS, depending on their 
comparative feasibility, results of the 
scoping process, and more detailed 
planning. 

Issues.and concerns that have been 
identified to date include the following: 
(1) Compatibility with the authorized 
plan of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Memphis District, entitled, 
“the St. Johns Bayou and New Madrid 
Floodway, Missouri Project.” This plan, 
developed in response to local sponsor 
requests, proposes to enhance drainage 
and flooded protection for a large area 
in southeast Missouri, including all of 
the Service's study area. The public 
concern is that the Refuge might not be 
compatible with the flood control plan, 
either because physical developments 
on the Refuge might obstruct water flow 





or because-the plan's benefit: cost ratio 
might be adversely affected. (2) Refuge 
compatibility with the drainage districts 
in terms of planned improvements. (3) 
Potential for Refuge development and 
management to impede surface flows 
from the upper reaches of the basins. (4) 
Economic impacts of converting 
farmland to wildlife habitat and 
recreational uses. (5) Displacement of 
landowners and tenants through willing 
sales of land within the proposed 
acquisition area. (6) Changes in local 
property tax revenues due to Federal 
land ownership. 

The scoping process is designed to 
identify and review these and other 
significant issues and concerns that 
need to be addressed in the EIS, while 
limiting the analysis of issues and 
concerns that are not significant. 
Significant issues identified during 
scoping will be addressed thoroughly in 
the EIS; lesser issues will receive less 
treatment. 

The environmental review of this 
project will be conducted in accordance 
with the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 4371 et 
seq.), NEPA tegulations (40 CFR 1500- 
1508), other appropriate Federal 
regulations, and Service procedures for 
compliance with those regulations. 

We estimate that the draft EIS will be 
available to the public by the summer of 
1991. 

Marvin Moriarty, 

Acting Regional Director, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

[FR Doc. 90-19703 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


Bureau of Land Management 
[{WY-920-00-4 120-14); WYW119606] 
Coal Lease Sale Offering 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

— Notice of competitive coal lease 
sale. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 


certain coal resources in the tract 
described below will be offered for 
competitive lease by sealed bid in 
accordance with the provision of the 
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, as ~ 
amended (30 U.S.C. 181 et seg.). 

DATES: The lease sale will be held at 1 
p.m., Thursday, September 20, 1990. 
Sealed bids must be submitted on or 
before 3:30 p.m., Wednesday, September 
19, 1990. 

ADDRESSES: The lease sale will be held 
in the Third Floor Conference Room of 


the Wyoming State Office, 2515 Warren 

Avenue, Cheyenne, Wyoming 82001. 

Sealed bids must be submitted to the 

Cashier, Wyoming State Office, at the 

address given above, or to Wyoming 

State Office, P.O. Box 1828, Cheyenne, 

Wyoming 82003. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Laura Steele or Carole Smith at (307) 

775-6250. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This coal 

lease sale is being held in response to an 

application for coal lease sale from Lion 

Coal Company, Inc., of Rock Springs, 

Wyoming. The coal resource to be 

offered consists of all reserves 

recoverable by underground methods in 
the following described lands located 
approximately 2 miles northeast of the 

City of Rock Springs, Wyoming: 

T. 19 N., R. 104 W., 6th Principal Meridian 
Sec. 20: Lots 13, 14 (S2), and 15 (S2). 
Containing 81.05 acres in Sweetwater 

County, Wyoming. 

The tract is located adjacent to the 
existing Swanson Mine. Total 
recoverable reserves are estimated to be 
289,762 tons and are located entirely 
within the Van Dyke (No. 15) Seam. The 
Van Dyke Seam consists of high volatile 
C bituminous coal and averages 11,300 
BTU/|b., with 11.7 percent moisture, 6.1 
per cent ash and ‘1.2 per cent sulphur as 
received. 

The tract will be leased to the 
qualified bidder of the highest cash 
amount provided that the high bid 
equals the fair market value of the tract. 
The minimum bid for the tract is $100 
per acre or fraction thereof. No bid that 
is less than $100 per acre of fraction 
thereof will be considered. The bids 
should be sent by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, or be hand delivered. 
The Cashier will issue a receipt for each 
hand-delivered bid. Bids received after 
3:30 p.m., Wednesday, September 19, 
1990, will not be considered. The 
minimum bid is not intended to 
represent fair market value. The fair 
market value of the tract will be 
determined by the Authorized Officer 
after the sale. 

If identical high bids are received, the 
typing high bidders will be requested to 
submit follow-up sealed bids until a high 
bid is received. All tie-breaking sealed 
bids must be submitted within 15 
minutes following the Sale Official's 
announcement at the sale that identical 
high bids have been received. 

The lease issued as a result of this 
offering will ptovide for payment of an 
annual rental of $3.00 per acre or 
fraction thereof and of a royalty payable 
to the United States of 8 per cent of the 
value of the coal mined by underground 
methods. The value of the coal will be 
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determined in accordance with 30 CFR 
Bidding instructions for the tract 

offered and the terms and conditions of 

the proposed coal lease are available 

from the Wyoming State Office at the 

addresses above. Case file documents 

are available for inspection at the 

Wyoming State Office. 

David J. Walters, 

Acting State Director. 

[FR Doc. 90-19757 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 


‘BILLING CODE 4120-14-M 


[CA-060-09-5440-10 ZBAF] 


Proposed State of California indemnity 
Selection and Subsequent Low-Level 


- Radioactive Waste Disposal Site 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Amending notice of availability. 


sumMMARY: This notice amends the 
Notice of Availability Federal Register, 
Vol. 55, July 3, 1990, 27511) of the joint 
draft Environmental Impact Report/ 
Statement (EIR/EIS) prepared by the 
California Department of Health 
Services and Bureau of Land 
Management. The NOA stated that the 
draft EIR/EIS comment period for a 
proposed State of California indemnity 
selection and subsequent low-level 
radioactive waste disposal site was to 
end August 15, 1990. To ensure that 
persons interested in the proposed 
project will have an opportunity to 
review the DEIR/DEIS, the comment 
period has been extended to September 
30, 1990. The proposed site, 
approximately 22 miles west of Needles, 
California, would accept contaminated 
tools, clothing, waste paper and other 
products of nuclear medicine, and other 
low-level radioactive waste from 
California, Arizona, North Dakota and 
South Dakota. The site would be 
operated by the proposed licensee US 
Ecology, Inc. for thirty years. Comments 
should be sent to the California 
Department of Health Services, 714 P 
Street, room 616, Sacramento, CA 95814, 
Attention: Darice Bailey. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gerald E. Hillier, District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, California 
Desert District, 1695 Spruce St., 
Riverside, CA 92507. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 
H.W. Riecken, 
Acting District Manager. 
[FR Doc. 90-19756 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M 
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[NM-010-31 10-10-9201; GPO-0115, NM NM 
68472) 


issuance of Exchange Conveyance 
Document; New Mexico 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


aAcTion: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The United States issued an 


exchange conveyance document to the 
State of New Mexico on April 6, 1989, 
for the surface and mineral interests in 
certain land and the minerals existing 
upon, in or under, certain other land in 
the following described land located in 
Sandoval County, New Mexico, 
pursuant to section 206 of the Act of 
October 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716) and 
section 104 of the San Juan Basin 
Wilderness Protection Act of October 
30, 1984 (16 U.S.C. 1131): 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 
Surface and Minerals: 
T.17N.,R. 2 W., 
Sec. 9, E¥%; 
Sec. 10, SW%. 
Containing 480.00 acres. 
Minerals: 
T. 17 N., R. 2 W., 
Sec. 9, W%; 
Sec. 10, NW%. 
Containing 480.00 acres. 


In exchange for the land and/or 
interests in the land described above, 


the State of New Mexico reconvyed to 
the United States the minerals including 
oi! and gas, valuable deposits of sand, 
gravel, caliche and similar minerals and 
geothermal resources in and under the 
following described land in San Juan 
County, New Mexico: 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 
T. 24N., R. 12 W., 
Sec. 2, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S¥2&N%, and 
8S; 
_ Sec. 16, all. 
Containing 1,262.36 acres, more or less. 


The purpose of the exchange was to 
complete subsurface estate acquisition 
by the Federal government within the 
San Juan County, De-na-zin Wilderness. 
Area. The mineral interests acquired in 
the exchange will automatically become 
part of the De-na-zin Wilderness Area 
without further action by the Bureau of 
Land Management and shall be 
managed in accordance with all laws, 
rules, and regulations applicable under 
section 104 of the San Juan Basin 
Wilderness Protection Act of October 
30, 1984 (16 U.S.C. 1131). 

The exchange was consistent with 
land ownership adjustments as set forth 
in the Record of Decision for the Rio 
Puerco Resource Management Plan 
(RMP) approved January 16, 1986, the 


Farmington RMP Record of Decision 
dated July 1988, and section 104 of the 
San Juan Basin Wilderness Protection 
Act of October 30, 1984 (16 U.S.C. 1131). 
The public interest was served through 
completion of this exchange. 

The value of the Federal public land 
and/or interests therein and the non- 
Federal minerals interests exchanged 
was equal, 

Dated: August 10, 1990. 

Larry L. Woodard, 

State Director. 

[FR Doc. 90-19705 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 


[1D-942-00-4730-12] 


Filing of Plats of Survey; idaho 


The plat of survey of the following 
described land was officially filed in the 
Idaho State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Boise, Idaho, effective 9 
a.m., August 14, 1990. 

The supplemental plat prepared to 
show a subdivision of original lot 3, 
section 1, T. 9 N., R. 17 E., Boise 
Meridian, Idaho was accepted August 7, 
1990. 

This supplemental plat was prepared 
to meet certain administrative needs of 
this Bureau. 

All inquiries about these lands should 
be sent to the Idaho State Office, Bureau 
of Land Management, 3380 American 
Terrace, Boise, Idaho, 83706. 


Dated: August 14, 1990. 
Duane E. Olsen, 
Chief Cadastral Surveyor for Idaho. 
[FR Doc. 90-19704 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M 


Minerals Management Service 
[FES 90-22] 


Availability of Final Supplement to 
Final Environmental Impact Statement 
for Proposed 5-Year Outer Continental 
Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Program for 
Mid-1987 to Mid-1992 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Department of the Interior's 
Minerals Management Service has 
prepared a final supplement to the final 
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) 
for the 5-Year Outer Continental Shelf 
Oil and Gas Leasing Program Mid-1987 
to Mid-1992. On December 30, 1988, the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia ruled that the final EIS for the 
current 5-year leasing program failed to 


‘ adequately analyze the cumulative 


impacts of the current leasing program 


on migratory species. The SEIS revises 
the cumulative impact analysis for the 
current 5-year leasing program in 
response to the court's remand. 

Information on the availability of the 
final SEIS can be obtained from: 
Regional Director, Alaska Region, 
Minerals Management Service, 949 East 
36th Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99508- 
4302, telephone: (907) 261-4677; Regional 
Director, Pacific Region, Minerals 
Management Service, 1340 West Sixth 
Street, Los Angeles, California 90017, 
telephone: (213) 894~4480; and Chief, 
Branch of Environmental Evaluation, 
Minerals Management Service, Mail 
Stop 644, 381 Elden Street, Herndon, 
Virginia 22070, telephone: (703) 787—~ 
1674. 

Copies of the final SEIS will be 
available for review in public libraries 
located throughout the coastal States. 
Information regarding the locations of 
libraries where copies of the statements 
will be available may be obtained from 
the offices listed above. 


Dated: August 15, 1990. 
Ed Cassidy, 
Deputy Director, Minerals Management 
Service. 

Approved: 
Jonathan P. Deason, 
Director, Office of Environmental Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 90-19809 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-MA-M 


INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION AGENCY 


Agency for International Development 


Board for International Food and 
Agricultural Development; Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, notice 
is hereby given of the One Hundred and 
First Meeting of the Board for 
International Food and Agricultural 
Development (BIFAD) on September 6, 
12 p.m. to 1 p.m. and September 7, 8:30 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 1990. 

The purposes of the Meeting are: (a) 
Ceremony and reception for the 
Swearing-In of the incoming new Board 
Members and recognition of outgoing 
Board Members, (b) to hear reports and 
discussion on BIFAD Budget Panel 
Reports, (c) Food and Agricultural Task 
Force Update, (d) Sustainable 
Agriculture Update, (e) Sustainable 
Agriculture CRSP Update and (f) to hear 
an evaluation Report on the Cameroon 
Agricultural University Project. 

The September 6, 1990 Meeting will be 
held in the Department of State, room 
5939, State Department Building and the 





September 7 Meeting will be held in 
room 1105, also in the State Department 
Building. Any interested person may 
attend and may present oral statements 
in accordance with procedures 
established by the Board and to the 


extent the time available for the meeting 


permits. 

The Bureau for Diplomatic Security 
has implemented new procedures for 
being in the Department of State 
building. All persons, visitors and 
employees, are required to wear proper 
identification at all times while in the 
building. 

Please let the BIFAD Staff know (tel. 
nos. 663-2585 or 663-2578) that you 
expect to attend the meeting and on 
which days. Provide your full name, 
name of employing company or 
organization, address and telephone 
number not later than Friday, August 24, 
1990. This will help you avoid waiting in 
line for a visitor's pass. 

A BIFAD Staff member will meet you 
at the Department of State entrance at 
2201 C Street with your visitor's pass. 

Visitors who are not pre-cleared will 
have to wait in line and present a valid 
identification with photograph to the 
receptionist before they can be admitted 
to the building. 

Curtis Jackson, Bureau of Science and 
Technology, Office of Research and 
University Relations, Agency for 
International Development is designated 
as A.LD. Advisory Committee 
Representative at this meeting. It is 
suggested that those desiring further 
information write to Dr. Jackson, in care 
of the Agency for International 
Development, room 309, SA 18, 
Washington, DC 20523, or telephone him 
on (703) 875-4005. 

Dated: August 16, 1990. 

Lynn Pesson, 

Executive Director, BIFAD. 

[FR Doc. 90-19739 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6116-01- 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Finance Docket No. 31534] 


Northern Raliroad Co.; 
Acquisition Exemption; Union Pacific 
Raitroad Co. in Cherokee County, KS. 
and Jasper County, MO 
AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of exemption. 


SUMMARY: The Commission exempts 


from the prior approval requirements of 
49 U.S.C. 11343, et seq., the acquisition 
by the Burlington Northern Railroad 


Company of a 14.97-mile portion of track 
between Horn, MO, and Columbus, KS, 
from the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, subjected to standard 
employee protection conditions. 

DATES: This exemption is effective on 

September 21, 1990. Petitions for stay 

must be filed by September 6, 1990. 

Petitions for reconsideration must be 

filed by September 17, 1990. 

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings referring to 

Finance Docket No. 31534 to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 

(2) Petitioners’ representatives; Edmund 
W. Burke, Douglas J. Babb, Steven A. 
Brigance, Michael E. Roper, Burlington 
Northern Railroad Company, 3800 
Continental Plaza, 777 Main Street, 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

Arthur M. Albin, Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, Union Pacific Building, 1416 
Dodge Street, Omaha, NB 68179. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Joseph H. Dettmar, (202) 275-7245. (TDD 

for hearing impaired: (202) 275-1721.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Additional information is contained in 

the Commission's decision. To purchase 

a copy of the full decision, contact 

Dynamic Concepts, Inc., Room 2229, 

Interstate Commerce Commission 

Building, Washington, DC 20423. 

Telephone: (202) 289-4357 /4359. 

Decided: August 6, 1990. 

By the Commission, Chairman Philbin, Vice 
Chairman Phillips, Commissioners Simmons, 
Lamboley, and Emmett. Commissioner 
Lamboley dissented in part with a separate 
expression. 

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19788 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Finance Docket No. 31536] 


Jackson County Port Authority; 


ee Exemption, Pascagoula, 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of exemption. 


SUMMARY: The Commission, under 49 


U.S.C. 10505, exempts from the prior 
approval requirements of 49 U.S.C. 
10901, the construction by the Jackson 
County Port Authority of approximately 
2.5 miles of rail line to connect a new 
port facility (Omniport Terminal) to be 
constructed at Greenwood Island in 
Pascagoula, MS, with a line of CSX 
Transportation, Inc. 

DATES: This exemption will not be 
effective until completion of the 
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Commission's environmental review and 
a further decision. Petitions for 
reconsideration must be filed by 
September 6, 1990. 

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings, referring to 

Finance Docket No. 31536 to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 

(2) Petitioner's representative: John D. 
Heffner, Suite 1107, 1700 K Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20006. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph H. Dettmar, (202) 275-7245. (TDD 
for hearing impaired: (202) 275-1721.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional information is contained in 
the Commission’s decision. To purchase 
a copy of the full decision, contact 
Dynmatic Concepts, Inc., Room 2229, 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
Building, Washington, DC 20423. 
Telephone: (202) 289-4357 /4359. 
(Assistance for the hearing imparied is 
available through TDD services (202) 
275-1721.) 

Decided: August 6, 1990. 

By the Commission, Chairman Philbin, Vice 
Chairman Phillips, Commissioners Simmons, 
Lamboley, and Emmett. Vice Chairman 
Phillips concurred with a separate 
expression. 

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 90-19789 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Lodging of Final Judgment by 
Consent; Beazer East, Inc. 


In accordance with Departmental 
Policy, 28 CFR 50.7, section 122(d)(2) of 
the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act (“CERCLA”), 42 U.S.C. 9622(d)({2), 
and section 7003(d) of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act 
(“RCRA”), 42 U.S.C. 6973(d), notice is 
hereby given that on August 10, 1990, a 
proposed Consent Decree in United 
States v. Beazer East, Inc., Civil Action 
No. 90-1314, was lodged with the United 
States District Court for the Western 
District of Pennsylvania. 

Simultaneously with the lodging of the 
proposed Consent Decree, the United 
States filed a complaint in the United 
States District Court for the Western 
District of Pennsylvania alleging that 
Beazer East, Inc. (“BEI’") arranged for 
disposal at the Craig Farm Superfund 
Site, located near the village of 
Fredericksburg, Perry Township, 
Armstrong County, Pennsylvania (the 
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“Site”), which BEI currently owns and 
operates, of residue containing 
hazardous substances from the 
production of resorcinol from BEI’s plant 
in Petrolia, Pennsylvania. The complaint 
seeks, inter alia, an injunction requiring 
BEI to perform a clean-up of the Site in 
accordance with a remedy that has been 
selected by EPA pursuant to section 106 
of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9606, and section 
7003 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 6973, and a 
judgment against BEI for all costs 
incurred by the United States for 
response activities related to the Site, 
pursuant to section 107(a) of CERCLA, 
42 U.S.C. 9607(a). 

The proposed Consent Decree would 
settle the allegations made in the 
complaint. Under the terms of the 
proposed Consent Decree, BEI has 
agreed to reimburse the Hazardous 
Substance Response Trust Fund (the 
“Fund”) in the amount of $194,757.15, 
representing 100% of response costs 
incurred by EPA in connection with the 
Site through October 30, 1989. The 
proposed Consent Decree further 
requires BEI to perform a clean-up of 
hazardous substances at the Site in 
accordance with a remedy selected by 
EPA, to perform operation and 
maintenance at the Site for a thirty-year 
period following completion of the 
remedy, and to reimburse the United 
States all costs incurred in overseeing 
BEI’s performance of the remedy. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
comments relating to the proposed 
Consent Decree for a period of thirty 
(30) days from the date of this 
publication. Comments should be 
addressed to the Assistant Attorney 
General of the Environment and Natural 
Resources Division, Department of 
Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and 
should refer to United States v. Beazer 
East, Inc. (Craig Farm Site), D.J. No. 90- 
11-2-533. In addition, pursuant to 
section 7003(d) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 
6973(d), any member of the public who 
desires a public meeting in the area 
affected by the proposed Consent 
Decree in order to discuss the proposed 
Consent Decree prior to its final entry 


may request that such a meeting be held. 


Any such request for a public meeting 
should be submitted within fifteen (15) 
days from the date of this publication 
and sent to the same address and bear 
the same reference as indicated above 
for submission of comments. 

The proposed Consent Decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney for the Western District 
of Pennsylvania, 633 USPO & 
Courthouse, 7th Avenue & Grant Street, 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 and the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 


Region III, 841 Chestnut Building, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. The 
proposed Consent Decree may also be 
examined at the Environmental 
Enforcement Section Document Center, 
1333 F Street NW., Suite 600, 
Washington, DC 20004, 202-347-7829. A 
copy of the proposed Consent Decree 
may be obtained in person or by mail 
from the Document Center. In requesting 
a copy, please enclose a check in the 
amount of $35.50 (25 cents per page 
reproduction costs) payable to “Consent 
Decree Library.” 

George William Van Cleve, 

Acting Assistant Attorney General, 
Environment and Natural Resources Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19711 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


Lodging of Consent Decree Under 
Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act; Clean Harbors of Cleveland, Inc. 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, notice is hereby given that on 
August 10, 1990, a proposed Consent 
Decree in United States v. Clean 
Harbors of Cleveland, Inc., Civil Action 
No. 1:90CV1448, was lodged with the 
United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Ohio. The proposed 
Consent Decree requires defendant to 
investigate and clean up contamination 
from hazardous waste and hazardous 
constituents at its facility in Cleveland, 
Ohio, and to pay a civil penalty of 
$60. 


The Department of Justice will receive 
for a period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of this publication comments 


relating to the proposed Consent Decree. 


Comments should be addressed to the 
Assistant Attorney General of the 
Environment and Natural Resources - 
Division, Environmental Enforcement 
Section, Department of Justice, P.O. Box 
7611, Ben Franklin Station, Washington, 
DC 20044, and should refer to United 
States v. Clean Harbors of Cleveland, 
Inc., DJ. reference 90-7-1-392. 

The proposed Consent Decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney, Northern District of 
Ohio, 1404 East Ninth Street, suite 500, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-1748, at the 
Region V office of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60604, and at the Environmental 


- Enforcement Section Document Center, 


1333 F Street, NW., suite 600, 
Washington, DC 20004, 202-347-7829. A 
copy of the proposed Consent Decree 
may be obtained in person or by mail 
from the Document Center. In requesting 
a copy, please enclose a check in the 
amount of $7.00 (25 cents per page 


34355 


reproduction costs) payable to “Consent 
Decree Library.” 

Richard B. Stewart, 

Assistant Attorney General, Environment and 
Natural Resources Division. 

[FR Doc. 90-19717 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


Lodging a Consent Decree Pursuant to 
the Clean Air Act; Mack Trucks Inc. 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby 
given that on August 6, 1990, a Consent 
Decree in United States v. Mack Trucks 
Inc., C.A. No. 88-4025 (E.D. Pa.) has 
been lodged with the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania. 

The proposed consent decree 
concerns a judicial action initiated 
against Mack Trucks, Inc. by the United 
States pursuant to section 113 of the 
Clean Air Act (the “Act”), 42 U.S.C. 
7413, to collect civil penalties for past 
violations of the Act and the 
Pennsylvania State Implementation Plan 
(“SIP”) at Mack’s now permanently 
closed Allentown Pennsylvania heavy | 
duty truck assembly and painting plant 
(the “facility”). Until its closure in 
October 1987, the Allentown facility had 
been a major source of volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) in Lehigh County, a 
designated non-attainment area for 
ozone. Under the proposed consent 
decree, the Defendant has agreed to 
payment of $190,000 in civil penalties to 
the United States in return for a release 
from the civil claims alleged in the 
complaint and/or for any violations 
under the Act related to VOC emissions 
which may have occurred on five 
specific paint lines prior to the October 
1987 closure of the plant. 

Pennsylvania’s SIP provides for the 
use of a “generic” bubble as well as 
alternate control techniques for 
achieving VOC compliance. In October 
1986, the Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources (PADER) 
accepted Mack Trucks’ contention that 
it had achieved compliance with the SIP 
by use of a combination of a generic 
bubble and alternate control techniques, 
assessed a $20,000 penalty and then 
issued Mack final operating permits. 
EPA disputed PADER’s determination 
contending that the alternate control 
techniques used by Mack were not 
authorized in the SIP, that PADER was 
required in any event to submit a 
proposed SIP revision to EPA in order to 
implement the alternate control 
technique used by Mack, and that Mack 
was required to show that it had 
actually met the revised SIP provisions 





and had failed to do so. Payment of the 
$190,000 penalty under the proposed 
consent decree resolves this matter 
without reaching the merits of the issues 
raised in the complaint. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
for a period of thirty days from the date 
of this publication comments relating to 
the proposed Consent Decree. 
Comments should be addressed to the 
Assistant Attorney General, 
Environment and Natural Resources 
Division, Department of Justice, 
Washington, DC 20530, and should refer 
to United States v. Mack Trucks, Inc., D 
]. Ref. No. 90-5-2-1-874. 

The proposed Consent Decree may be 
examined at the Environmental 
Enforcement Section Document Center, 
1333 F Street, NW., suite 600, 
Washington, DC 20004, (202) 347-7829. A 
copy of the proposed consent decree 
may be obtained in person or by mail 
from the Document Center. In requesting 
a copy, please enclose a check in the 
amount of $1.50 (25 cents per page 
reproduction costs} payable to Consent 
Decree Library. 

Richard B. Stewart, 

Assistant Attorney General, Environment and 
Natural Resources Division. 

[FR Doc. 90-19716 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


of Consent Decree Pursuant 


Lodging 
gaa alas 
inc. 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby 
given that on August 6, 1990, a proposed 
consent decree in United States v. Bob 
Canaday Enterprises, Inc., d/b/a 
Superior Systems, Inc., Civil Action No. 
90-1384, was lodged with the United 
States District Court for the District of 
Kansas. The proposed consent decree 
concerns a complaint filed by the United 
States that alleged violations of the 
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq., 
and its implementing regulations 
codified at 40 CFR part 61, subpart M, at 
the Empire District Electric Plant in 
Riverton, Kansas. The complaint alleged 
that defendant Superior Systems, Inc., 
failed to adequately wet friable asbestos 
material which had been removed or 
stripped from the facility while waiting 
collection and disposal in accordance 
with the NESHAP workplace standards. 
The complaint sought injunctive relief to 
require compliance with the asbestos 
NESHAP standards and civil penalties 
for past violations. The consent decree 
requires the defendant to pay $8,000 in 
settlement of the United States’ claims 
for civil penalties. In addition, the 
decree requires the defendant to 


develop an EPA approved Operations 
and Procedures Manual! for use with all 
future asbestos abatement work. — 

The Department of Justice will receive 
for a period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of the publication comments 
relating to the consent decree. 
Comments should be addressed to the 
Assistant Attorney General of the 
Environment and Natural Resources 
Division, United States Department of 
Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and 
should refer to United States v. Bob 
Canaday Enterprises, Inc., d/b/a/ 
Superior Systems, Inc., D.J. Ref. No. 90- 
§-2-1-1224. 

The proposed consent decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney for the District of 
Kansas, 306 U.S. Courthouse, 401 North 
Market Street, Wichita, Kansas 67202 
and at the Region VII Office of the 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office of Regional Counsel, 726 
Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 
66101. Copies of the consent decree may 
also be examined at the Environmental 
Enforcement Section Document Center, 
1333 F Street NW., suite 600, 
Washington, DC 20004, 202-347-7829. A 
copy of the proposed decree may be 
obtained in person or by mail from the 
Document Center. In requesting a copy, 
please enclose a check in the amount of 
$1.75 payable to the Aspen Systems 
Corporation. 

George W. Van Cleve, 

Acting Assistant Attorney General, 
Environment and Natural Resources Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19715 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-64 


Antitrust Division 


National Cooperative Research Act of 
1984; Bell Communications Research, 
inc. and Electric Power Research 
institute, Inc. 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 6(a) of the National 
Cooperative Research Act of 1984, 15 
U.S.C. 4301 et seg. (“the Act"), Bell 
Communications Research, Inc. 
(“Bellcore”) on July 20, 1990 filed a 
written notification on behalf of Bellcore 
and Electric Power Research Institute, 
Inc. (“EPRI") simultaneously with the 
Attorney General and the Federal Trade 
Commission disclosing (1) The identities 
of the parties to a venture and (2) the 
nature and objective of the venture. The 
notification was filed for the purpose of 
invoking the Act's provisions limiting 
the recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to 
actual damages under specified 
circumstances. Pursuant to section 6{b) 
of the Act, the identities of the parties to 
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the venture, and its general areas of 
planned activities, are given below. 

Bellcore is a Delaware corporation 
with its principal place of business at 
290 W. Mt. Pleasant Avenue, Livingston, 
New Jersey 07039. 

EPRI is a District of Columbia non- 
profit corporation having a place of 
business at 3412 Hillview Avenue, Palo 
Alto, California 94303. 

On April 19, 1990, Bellocre and EPRI 
entered into an agreement effective as of 
April 19, 1990 to engage in cooperative 
research collaboration to explore the 
technology of thin film superconducting 
conductors of interest both to exchange 
and exchange access 
telecommunications providers and 
electric power utilities. 

Joseph H. Widmar, 

Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 
[FR Doc. $0-19713 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-41 


National Cooperative Research Act of 
1984; Bell Communications Research, 
inc. & Telecommunications Research 

Laboratory 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 6{a)} of the National 
Cooperative Research Act of 1984, 15 
U.S.C. 4301 et seg. (“the Act”), Bell 
Communications Research, Inc. 
(“Bellcore”) on July 20, 1990 filed a 
written notification on behalf of Bellcore 
and Telecommunications Research 
Laboratory (“TRL”) simultaneously with 
the Attorney General and the Federal 
Trade Commission disclosing (1) The 
identities of the parties to a venture and 
(2} the nature and objective of the 
venture. The notification was filed for 
the purpose of invoking the Act’s 
provisions limiting the recovery of 
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages 
under specified circumstances. Pursuant 
to section 6(b) of the Act, the identities 
of the parties to the venture, and its 
general areas of planned activities, are 
given below. 

Bellcore is a Delaware corporation 
with its principal place of business at 
290 W. Mt. Pleasant Avenue, Livingston, 
New Jersey 07039. 

TRL is a corporation of Denmark 
having a place of business at Lyngso 
Alle, 2970 Horsholm, Denmark. 

On April 5, 1890 Bellcore and TRL 
entered into an agreement effective as of 
May 1, 1990 to engage in cooperative 
research of broadband 
telecommunications concepts, systems, 
and services to better understand the 
applications of this technology for 
exchange and exchange access services, 
including coherent optical 
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communications systems, devices and 
electronics for such systems, and 
experimental prototype fabrication for 
the demonstration of such technology. 
Joseph H. Widmar, 

Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19714 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M4 


National Cooperative Research Act of 
1984; Spray Drift Task Force _ 


Notice is hereby given that, on July 16, 
1990, pursuant to section 6{a} of the 
National Cooperative Research Act of 
1984, 15 U.S.C. 4301 et seg. (“the Act”), 
the Spray Drift Task Force filed a 
written notification simultaneously with 
the Attorney General and the Federal 
Trade Commission disclosing a change 
in the membership of the parties to the 
Spray Drift Task Force Joint Data 
Development Agreement. The 
notification was filed for the purpose of 
invoking the Act's provisions limiting 
the recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to 
actual damages under specified 
circumstances. The change consists of 
the addition of the following parties to 
the Spray Drift Task Force: 

Amvac Chemical Corporation 
Atechem North America, Inc. 
Ciba-Geigy Corporation 

Helena Chemical Company 
Hoechst-Roussel Agri-Vet Company 
Makhteshim-Agan (America) Inc. 
Mobay Corporation 

Nor-Am Chemical Company 

Platte Chemical Company 

Sandoz Crop Protection Corporation 
Uniroyal Chemical Company, Inc. 
Valent U.S.A. Corporation 


No other changes have been made in 
either the membership, the objectives or 
the planned activities of the venture. 

On May 15, 1990, the Spray Drift Task 
Force filed its original notification 
pursuant te section 6{a) of the Act. The 
Department of Justice published a notice 
in the Federal Register t to 
section 6(b) of the Act on July 5, 1990, at 
55 FR 27701. 

Joseph H. Widmar, 

Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 
[FR Doc. 90-19712 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION 
BOARD 


Call for Riders for the Publication, 
“Questions & Answers About 


Appeals” 


AGENCY: U.S. Merit Systems Protection 
Board. 


ACTION: Notice of call for riders for the 
Board's publication, “Questions & 
Answers About Appeals. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 


to inform Federal departments and 
agencies that the U.S. Merit Systems 
Protection Board’s information 
publication, “Questions & Answers 
About Appeals,” will be available on 


riders to the Government Printing Office. 


Departments and agencies may order 
this publication by riding the Board's 
requisition number 0-00208. 

DATES: Agency requisitions must be 
received by the Government Printing 
Office on or before October 22, 1980. 


ADDRESSES: Interested departments and 
agencies should send requisitions from 
their Washington, DC, headquarters 
office authorized to procure printing to 
the Government Printing Office, 
Requisition Section, Room C-836, 
Washington, DC 20401. The estimated 
cost is approximately 75 cents per copy. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Duward Sumner, Office of Management 
Analysis, U.S. Merit Systems Protection 
Board, 1120 Vermont Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20419. 202-653-8892. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
publication contains general information 
on the rights of Federal employees to 
appeal certain personnel actions to the 
Board, information on how to file an 
appeal with the Board, and other 
procedural information regarding the 
appeals process. The publication is 
written in a question and answer format 
to enhance understanding. 

This is a second printing of the 
publication, originally issued in 
December 1989. The edition covered by 
this requisition has been revised to 
reflect changes made in the Board's 
regulations effective December 29, 1989. 

In making this publication available, 
the Board intends to provide general 
information about appeal rights and 
procedures in a convenient, readable 
format for Federal employees and others 
with an interest in the Board’s activities. 
The publication is not all-inclusive, nor 
is it regulatory in nature. The 
availability of this publication does not 
relieve an agency of its obligation, under 
the Board’s regulations at 5 CFR 1201.21, 
to provide an employee against whom 
an action appealable to the Board is 
taken with notice of the employee's 
appeat rights and the other information 
specified in the Board's regulations. 

Because the Board is unable to fill 
large volume orders for this publication, 
agencies are urged to take advantage of 
this opportunity to order copies 
sufficient to meet their needs. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Dated: August 27, 1990. 
Matthew Shanzon, 
Acting Clerk of the Board. ; 
[FR Doc. $0-19791 Filed 3-21-90, 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7400-01- 


Calt for Riders for the Publication, 
“Questions & Answers About 
Whistleblower Appeais” 


AGENCY: U.S. Merit Systems Protection 
Board. 


ACTION: Notice of call for riders for the 
Board's publication, “Questions & 
Answers About Whistleblower 
Appeals.” 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 
to inform Federal departments and 
agencies that the U.S. Merit Systems 
Protection Board's information 
publication, “Questions & Answers 
About Whistleblower Appeals,” will be 
available on riders to the Government 
Printing Office. Departments and 
agencies may order this publication by 
riding the Board's requisition number 0— 
00209. 


DATES: Agency requisitions must be 
received by the Government Printing 
Office on or before October 22, 1990. 


ADDRESSES: Interested departments and 
agencies should send requisitions from 
their Washington, DC, headquarters 
office authorized to procure printing to 
the Government Printing Office, 
Requisition, Section, Room C-836, 
Washington, DC 20401. The estimated 
cost is approximately 75 cents per copy. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Duward Summer, Office of Management 
Analysis, U.S. Merit Systems Protection 
Board, 1120 Vermont Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20419, 202-653-8892. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
publication contains information on the 
rights of Federal employees to appeal 
personnel actions allegedly based on 
whistleblowing to the Board and to 
request stays of such actions. It includes 
information on how te file 
whistleblower appeals and stay 
requests with the Board and other 
procedural information regarding the 
appeals process for whistleblower 
appeals. The publication is written in a 
question and answer format to enhance 
understanding. 

The first edition of this publication 
carried a date of October 1989 and was 
based on the Board's interim regulations 
implementing the Whistleblower 
Protection Act of 1989 (Pub. L. 101-12}, 
effective July 9, 1989. The edition 
covered by this requisition has been 
revised to reflect changes made in the 





Board's final regulations effective July 
12, 1990, to be codified at 5 CFR, chapter 
Il, part 1209. 

In making this publication available, 
the Board intends to provide general 
information about whistleblower appeal 
rights and procedures in a convenient, 
readable format for Federal employees 
and others with an interest in the 
Board's activities. The publication is not 
all-inclusive, nor is it regulatory in 
nature. The availability of this 
publication does not relieve an agency 
of its obligation, under the Board's 
regulations at 5 CFR 1201.21, to provide 
an employee against whom an action 
appealable to the Baord is taken with 
notice of the employee's appeal rights 
and the other information specified in 
the Board's regulations. 

Because the Board is unable to fill 
large volume orders for this publication, 
agencies are urged to take advantage of 
this opportunity to order copies 
sufficient to meet their needs. 

Dated: August 17, 1990. 

Matthew Shannon, 

Acting Clerk of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 90-19792 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7400-01-M 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION | 


The Assistant Director for 
Geosciences has determined that the 
establishment of the Antarctic Pollution 
Control Task Group is necessary and in 
the public interest in connection with 
the performance of duties imposed upon 
the Director, National Science 
Foundation (NSF) by 42 U.S.C. 1861 et 
seq. This determination follows 
consultation with the Committee 
Management Secretariat, General 
Services Administration. 

Name of committee: Antarctic 
Pollution Control Task Group. 

Purpose: The Antarctic Conservation 
Act requires the Director of the National 
Science Foundation to designate 
pollutants and specify those actions 
which must or must not be taken in 
order to prevent or control the discharge 
or other disposal of pollutants from any 
source within Antarctica. 16 U.S.C. 
2405(b) (6) and (7). The Advisory 
Committee will assist the National 
Science Foundation in formulating these 
pollution control regulations. 

Balanced membership plan: Balanced 
membership will be obtained by 
solicitation of nominees from different 
federal agencies, private environmental 
groups or organizations, and academic 
institutions. 


Responsible NSF official: Mr. 
Lawrence Rudolph, Deputy General 
Counsel, National Science Foundation, 
Room 501, 1800 G Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20550 (202) 357-9435. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
M. Rebecca Winkler, 
Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 90-19732 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


Division of Polar Programs; Meeting of 
the Antarctic Pollution Control Task 
Group 


The National Science Foundation 
announces the following meeting: 


Name: Antarctic Pollution Control Task 
Group. 

Date and time: August 27, 1990; 11 a.m. to 5 
p.m. 

Place: National Science Foundation, 1800 G 
Street N.W. Washington, DC 20550, Room 
543. 

Type of meeting: Open/Closed. 

Contact person: Lawrence Rudolph, 
Assistant General Counsel, Office of the 
General Counsel, Room 501, National Science 
Foundation, Washington, DC 20550, (202) 
357-9435. 

Purpose of Meeting: The Committee will 
advise the Foundation on the designation of 
pollutants and their disposal or discharge 
from any source with the Antarctica. 

Agenda: 


© 11 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.—NSF Presentation/ 
Briefing on Waste Management (Open). 

* 11:30 a.m. to 12 p.m.—Comments from 

the Public. 

® 1: p.m. to 5 p.m.—Discussion (Closed to 

Public). 

Summary of agenda: The Group's 
organization, identification of issues, 
regulatory and policy considerations will be 
among the topics discussed. : 

Reason for closed portion: This working 
group will be discussing the tasks, issue 
identification and framework for regulations. 
Therefore, it is necessary to close the second 
portion of the meeting to the public pursuant 
to exemptions (9)(B) of the Government 
Sunshine Act. 

Reason for late notice: Because of the 
short-term nature of this group, it was 
important that the first meeting be held when 
all members could be present. This was the 
only available date. 


M. Rebecca Winkler, 
Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 90-19731 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 


‘ BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


Biological, Behavioral and Social 
Sciences Task Force Looking to the 
21st Century; Meeting 


The National Science Foundation 
announces the following meeting: 
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Name: Biological, Behavioral and Social 
Sciences Task Force Looking to the 21st 
Century. 

Date and Time: September 10, 1990; 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m.; September 11, 1990, 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. 

Place: The Embassy Row Hotel, 2015 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, DC 
20036. 

Type of Meeting: Open. 

Contact Person: Dr. Mary E. Clutter, 
Assistant Director, Biological, Behavioral and 
Social Sciences, (202) 357-9854, room 506, 
National Science Foundation, Washington, 
DC 20550. 

Summary of Minutes: May be obtained 
from the.contact person, 

Purpose of Task Force: To examine the 
organizational structure of BBS and to 
evaluate the adequacy and effectiveness of 
that structure to respond to new research 
opportunities and scientific challenges in the 
future. 

Agenda: The first meeting of the task force 
will review background information on NSF 
and BBS; discuss issues driving the 
establishment of the task force; and 
formulate future plans and goals. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 
M. Rebecca Winkler, 
Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 90-19729 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


Special Emphasis Panel for Material 


Research; Meetings 


Name: Special Emphasis Review 
Panel Meetings for the Division of 
Materials Research (DMR) Small 
Business Innovation Research (SBIR) 
Phase I Proposals. 

Type of Meeting: Closed 

Reason for Closing: The proposals 
being reviewed include information of a 
proprietary or confidential nature, 
including technical information, 
financial data, such as salaries; and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
proposals. These matters are within 
exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c), Government in the Sunshine 
Act. 

Purpose of Meetings: To provide 
advice and recommendations 
concerning support for SBIR Phase I 
proposals. 

Contact: Dr. Robert J. Reynik, Head, 
Office of Special Programs in Materials, 
Division of Materials Research, Room 
408, National Science Foundation, 
Washington, DC 20550. Telephone (202) 
357-9791. 

Meeting Location: Division of 
Materials Research, Room 408, National 
Science Foundation, 1800 G Street NW.., 
Washington, DC 20550. 
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August 16, 1990. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, - 

Committee Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 19730 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7555-61-™ 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-155] 


Consumers Power Co., Big Rock Point 
Piant; Environmental Assessment and 


Finding of No Significant Impact 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commisison (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of an exemption 
from the requirements of 10 CFR 
55.45(b)(2)(ii} to the Consumers Power 
Company (the licensee) for the Big Rock 
Point Plant (Big Rock Point) located in 
Charlevoix County, Michigan. 


Environmental Assessment 


Identification of the Proposed Action 


The exemption would grant schedular 
relief until May 26, 1991, from the 
requirements of 10 CFR 55.45{b){2)(ii) - 
which requires submittal of an 
application for use of a simulation 
facility not later than 42 months after 
the effective date of the rule. As part of 
the application, 10.CFR 55.45({b}({4){i)(C) 
requires that the application include a 
description of the performance tests and 
the results of such tests. The exemption 
is administrative since only schedular 
relief would be granted from the 
requirement to provide the description 
of the performance tests and the results 
of the test. 

The proposed action is in accordance 
with the licensee’s application for 
exemption dated April 4, 1990. 


The Need for the Proposed Action 


An- application for use of a simulator 
facility is required to be submitted by 
November 26, 1990 by 10 CFR 
55.45(b)(2)(ii). Because of contractual 
agreements with its supplier, which 
provide the delivery of a “RETACT 
(Real-Time Advanced Core and 
Thermohydraulic Code) Work Station” 
during November 1990, the performance 


testing specified by 10 CFR 
55.45{b)(4)}{i)(C} cannot be accomplished 
until after receipt, installation, and 
acceptance testing of the RETACT work 
station. 

The proposed exemption is needed in 
order to grant temporary reief 
until May 26, 1991, for submittal of the 
“performance tests requirements” of the 
application. 


Enviromental Impacts of the Proposed 
Action 

The proposed exemption to grant 
temporary schedular relief is completely 
administrative in nature. Therefore, the 
Commission concludes that there are no 
significant radiological environmental 
impacts associated with this proposed 
exemption. 

With regard to potential non- 
radiological impacts, the proposed 
exemption involves features located 
entirely within the restricted area as 
defined in 10 CFR part 20. It does not 
affect non-radiological plant effluent 
and has no other environmental impact. 
Therefore, the Commission concludes 
that there are no significant non- 
radiological environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed 
exemption. 


Alternative to the Proposed Action 


It has been concluded that the 
environmental effects of the proposed 
exemption are negligible; therefore, any 
alternatives with equal or greater 
environmental impacts needs not be 
evaluated. 

The principal alternative would be to 
deny the requested exemption. This 
would not reduce environmental 
impacts of plant operation and would 
result in reduced operational flexibility. 


Alternative Use of Resources 


This action does not involve the use of 
resources beyond the scope of resources 
used during norma! plant operation. 


Agencies and Persons Consulted 


The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's 
request and did not consult other 
agencies or persons. 


Finding of No Significant Impact 

Based upon the environmental 
assessment, the NRC staff concludes 
that the proposed action will not have a 
significant effect on the quality of the 
humam environment. Accordingly, the 
Commission has determined not to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement for the proposed exemption. 

For further details with respect to the 
proposed action, see the licensee's letter 
dated April 4, 1990, which is available 
for public inspection at the 


Commission's Public Document Room, 
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC and 
at the North Central Michigan College, 
1515 Howard Street, Petoskey, Michigan, 
49770. 


Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 15th day 
of August. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Robert C. Pierson, 
Acting Director, Project Directorate III-1, 
Division of Reactor Projects—HL, IV, V. & 
Special Projects, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation. 
[FR Doc. 90-19-19766 Filed 8-22-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards (ACRS) and Advisory 
Committee on Nuclear Waste (ACNW); 
Proposed Meetings 


In order to provide advance 
information regarding proposed public 
meetings of the ACRS Subcommittees 
and meetings of the ACRS full 
Committee, and of the ACNW, the 
following preliminary schedule is 
published to reflect the current situation, 
taking into account additional meetings 
which have been scheduled and 
meetings which have been postponed or 
cancelled since the last list of proposed 
meetings published July 25, 1990 (55 FR 
30333}. Those meetings which are 
definitely scheduled have had, or will 
have, an individual notice published in 
the Federal Register approximately 15 
days (or more) prior to the meeting. It is 
expected that sessions of ACRS full 
Committee and ACNW meetings 
designated by an asterisk (*} will be 
open in whole or in part to the public. 
ACRS full Committee and ACNW 
meetings begin at 8:30 a.m. and ACRS 
Subcommittee meetings usually begin at 
8:30 a.m. The time when items listed on 
the agenda will be discussed during 
ACRS full Committee and ACNW 
meetings and when ACRS 
Subcommittee meetings will start will be 
published prior to each meeting. 
Information as to whether a meeting has 
been firmly scheduled, cancelled, or 
rescheduled, or whether changes have 
been made in the agenda for the 
September 1990 ACRS and ACNW full 
Committee meetings can be obtained by 
a prepaid telephone call to the Office of 
the Executive Director of the 
Committees (telephone: 301/492-4600 
(recording) or 301/492-7288, Attn: 
Barbara Jo White) between 7:30 a.m. 
and 4:15 p.m., Eastern Time. 


ACRS Committee Meetings 


Joint Decay Heat Removal Systems 
and Thermal Hydraulic Phenomena, 





August 28, 29 and 30, 1990, Idaho Falls, 
ID. The Subcommittees will: (1) Discuss 
the details of the modifications made to 
the RELAP-5 MOD-2 code as specified 
in the MOD-3 version (August 28), (2) 
explore the use of feed and bleed for 
decay heat removal in PWRs (August 
29), and (3) review the proposed 
resolution of Generic Issue 23, “Reactor 
Coolant Pump Seal Leakage” (August 
30). 

Materials and Metallurgy, September 
5, 1990, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will review Yankee Rowe 
Reactor Pressure Vessel Embrittlement 
Issues. 

-Advanced Pressurized Water 
Reactors, September 20, 1990, Bethesda, 
MD. The Subcommittee will review the 
draft SER for the Westinghouse SP-90 
design. 

Advanced Pressurized Water 
Reactors, September 21, 1990, Bethesda, 
MD. The Subcommittee will continue its 
review of the CE System 80+ design 
and related safety issues. 

TVA Plant Licensing and Restart, 
October 24-25, 1990, Huntsville, AL. The 
Subcommittee will conduct a site tour 
and review the planned restart of 
Browns Ferry Unit 2. 

Joint Severe Accidents and 
Probabilistic Risk Assessment, Date to 
be determined (September/October), 
Bethesda, MD. The Subcommittees will 
continue their review of NUREG-1150, 
“Severe Accident Risks: An Assessment 
for Five U.S. Nuclear Power Plants.” 

Joint Containment Systems and 
Structural Engineering, Date to be 
determined (September/October), 
Bethesda, MD. The Subcommittees will 
develop containment design criteria for 
future plants. 

Plant Operations, Date to be 
determined (September/October), 
Bethesda, MD. The Subcommittee will 
begin review of the NRC staff's Action 
Plan to evaluate the risk from nuclear 
power plant shutdown operations. 

Joint Advanced Pressurized Water 
Reactors and Advanced Boiling Water 
Reactors, Date to be determined 
(October), Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittees will discuss the licensing 
review basis documents for CE System 
80+ and GE ABWR designs. 

Materials and Metallurgy, Date to be 
determined, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will review the proposed 
resolution of Generic Issue 29, “Bolting 
Degradation or Failure in Nuclear Power 
Plants.” 

Quality and Quality Assurance, Date 
to be determined, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will discuss the 
performance-based concept of quality, 
what it means, its implementation, and 


preliminary results. 


Joint Computers in Nuclear Power 
Plant Operations and Instrumentation 
and Control Systems, Date to be 
determined, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will discuss the use of 
computers and solid-state control logic 
in nuclear power plant operations. 

Auxiliary and Secondary Systems, 
Date to be determined, Bethesda, MD. 
The Subcommittee will discuss: (1) 
Criteria being used by utilities to design 
Chilled Water Systems, (2) regulatory 
requirements for Chilled Water Systems 
design, and (3) criteria being used by the 
NRC staff to review the Chilled Water 
Systems design. In addition, the 
Subcommittee may discuss at this 
meeting matters concerning fire 
protection and mitigation in nuclear 
power plants. 

Joint Regulatory Activities and 
Containment Systems, Date to be 
determined, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will review the proposed 
final revision to appendix J to 10 CFR 
part 50, “Primary Reactor Containment 
Leakage Testing for Water-Cooled 
Power Reactors,” and an associated 
Regulatory Guide. 

Occupational and Environmental 
Protection Systems, Date to be 
determined, Bethesda, MD. The 
Subcommittee will review the Advance 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on hot 
particles. 


ACRS Full Committee Meetings 


365th ACRS Meeting, September 6-8, 
1990, Bethesda, MD. Items are 
tentatively scheduled. 

*A. Reactor Operating Experience 
(Open)—Briefing on and discussion of 
information and experience gained from 
nuclear power plant operations, 
including Westinghouse Owners Group 
study justifying changes in steam 
turbine stop valve testing frequency and 
the impact of noncondensible gases on 
performance of nuclear power plant 
safety systems. Members of the NRC 
staff will participate, as appropriate. 

*B. NRC Quantitative Safety Goals 
(Open)—Discussion regarding the status 
of NRC plans for implementation of 
Quantitative Safety Goals for nuclear 
power plants. 

*C. Activities of ACRS 
Subcommittees (Open})—Reports and 
discussion regarding the status of 
designated subcommittee activities, 
including reports on thermal-hydraulic 
phenomena related to decay heat 
removal and the lessons learned from 
the Chernobyl nuclear power plant 
accident. 

*D. Reactor Coolant Pump Seal 
Failures (Genericdssue 23) (Open)— 
Review and comment on proposed 
resolution of this generic issue. Members 
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of the NRC staff and the nuclear 
industry will participate, as appropriate. 
*E. Nine Mile Point Nuclear Plant, 


' Unit 1 (Open)—Briefing by and 


discussion of the Nine Mile Point, Unit 1 
restart with representatives of the NRC 
staff and the licensee, as appropriate. 

*F. Generic Safety Issues (Open)— 
Discussion and comment regarding 
proposed priority rankings for new 
genertic safety issues. Members of the 
NRC staff will participate, as 
appropriate. 

*G. Yankee Rowe Nuclear Power 
Plant (Open)—Discussion and report 
regarding the status of the Yankee Rowe 
reactor pressure vessel radiation 
embrittlement. Representatives of the 
NRC staff and the licensee will 
participate, as appropriate. 

*H. Systematic Assessment of 
Licensee Performance (Open)—Discuss 
proposed ACRS comments on the NRC 
SALP program. 

*IL. Reactor Risk Assessment 
Document (NUREG-1150) (Open)— 
Discuss proposed ACRS comments on 
the NRC report, NUREG-1150, Severe 
Accident Risks: An Assessment for Five 
U.S. Nuclear Power Plants. 

*]. Future Activities (Open)—The 
members will discuss anticipated ACRS 
subcommittee activity and items 
proposed for consideration by the full 
Committee, including the scope and 
content of the ACRS annual report on 
the NRC safety research program. 

*K. Conduct of ACRS Activities 
(Open/Closed)—Discusssion with 
representatives of the Office of the 
General Counsel regarding conduct of 
ACRS subcommittee and subgroup 
activities. Discussion among members 
regarding limitations on‘ACRS use of 
consultants. 

*L. Nomination of ACRS Members 
(Open/Closed)—Discuss qualifications 
of candidates proposed for appointment 
to the Committee. 

*M. Proposed Letters to NRC 
(Open)—The members will discuss 
proposed letters to the NRC, as 
appropriate, including: 

—General Issue 23, “Reactor Coolant 

Pump Seal Failures” 

—Nine Mile Point Nuclear Plant, Unit 1 
restart 

—Generic Safety Issues 

—Yankee Rowe Nuclear Power Plant 
reactor pressure vessel embrittlement 

—Systematic Assessment of Licensee 

Performance (SALP) 

—NUREG-™-1150, “Severe Accident Risks: 

An Assessment of Five U.S. Nuclear 

Power Plants” 


*N. Administrative and Ministerial 
Matters (Open)—The members will 
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discuss administrative and ministerial 
issues regarding the conduct of 
Committee and NRC regulatory 
activities. Items which were not 
completed during previous ACRS 
meetings will also discussed as time and 
availability of information permit. 

366th Meeting, October 4-6, 1990— 
Agenda to be announced. 367th Meeting, 
November 8-10, 1990—Agenda to be 
announced. 


ACNW Full Committee Meetings 


23rd ACNW Meeting, August 29-31, 
1990, Bethesda, MD. Items are 
tentatively scheduled. 

*A. Review a branch technical 
position which deals with the 
cementation of low-level radioactive 
waste (waste from) (Open). 

*B. Briefing on the NRC staff's overall 
approach to providing guidance on 
seismic hazards and tectonics at the 
proposed high-level waste repository 
(Open). 

*C. Prepare remarks for its 
participation in a symposium on 
radioactive waste repository licensing 
sponsored by the U.S. National 
Academy of Sciences, National 
Research Council, Board on Radioactive 
Waste Management, September 17-18, 
1990, Washington, DC (Open). 

*D. Continue-discussion with the EPA 
on their standards for high-level 
radioactive waste disposal in a 
geological repository (tentative) (Open). 

*E. Review the effect of the National 
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants (NESHAP) on radioactive 
waste management and disposal 
(tentative) (Open). 

*F. Review aspects of 
decommissioning other than 10 CFR part 
50 facilities and determine its potential 
involvement in such reviews (Open). 

*G. The Committee will discuss 
anticipated and proposed Committee 
activities, future meeting agenda, and 
organizational matters, as appropriate 
Open). 

24th ACNW Meeting, September 19- 
20, 1990, Bethesda, MD. Items are 
tentatively scheduled. 

*A. Briefing on the current review 
procedures being developed (revised) by 
the NRC staff for their review of DOE 
Study Plans associated with Site 
Characterization for the proposed high- 
level waste repository (Open). 

*B. Representatives from Electric 
Power Research Institute (EPRI) will 
brief the Committee on EPRI's 
performance assessment methodology 
(Open). 

*C. The Committee will discuss 
anticipated and proposed Committee 
’ activities, future meeting agenda, and 


organizational matters, as eepropsinte 
(Open). 

25th ACNW Meeting, October 24-26, 
1990—Agenda to be announced. 26th 
ACNW Meeting, November 26-27, 
1990—Agenda to be announced. 


Dated: August 16, 1990. 


. John C. Hoyle, 


Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 90-19765 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Meeting; National State Liaison 
Officers 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of national state liaison 
officers’ meeting. 


On September 11 and 12, 1990, the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
will sponsor a national meeting with the 
State Liaison Officers to discuss items of 
mutual regulatory interest. The State 
Liaison Officers are appointed by each 
of the fifty Governors and the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Ricoto 
provide a communications channel 
between the States and NRC, Topics of 
discussion will include NRC Policy on 
Below Regulatory Concern (BRC), Low- 
Level Radioactive Waste, Emergency 
Planning Issues and Emergency 
Response Data System (ERDS), 
Standardized Reactor Designs, License 
Renewal, Risk Communication, Dry — 
Cask Storage, Current Safety Priorities 
at Nuclear Reactors, and State 
Experiences and Interest in 
Accompanying and Participating in NRC 
Reactor Inspections. The meeting will be 
conducted at the Holiday Inn Crowne 
Plaza, 1750 Rockville Pike, Rockville, 
Maryland 20852. The meeting is open to 
the public for attendance and 
observation and will take place from 
8:30 a.m. until 5 p.m. on Tuesday, 
September 11, and from 8:30 a.m. until 12 
p.m. on Wednesday, September 12, 1990. 
Questions regarding the meeting should 
be directed to Mindy Landau at Pe) 
492-0308. 


Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 15th day 
of August, 1990. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Carlton Kammerer, 
Director, State Programs, Office of 
Governmental and Public Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 90-19764 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Biweekly Notice Applications and 
Amendments to Operating Licenses 
involving No. Significant Hazards 
Considerations 


I. Background 


Pursuant to Public Law (P.L.) 97-415, 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) is publishing this regular 
biweekly notice. P.L. 97-415 revised 
section 189 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (the Act), to require 
the Commission to publish notice of any 
amendments issued, or proposed to be 
issued, under a new provision of section 
189 of the Act. This provision grants the 
Commission the authority to issue and 
make immediately effective any 
amendment to an operating license upon 
a determination by the Commission that 
such amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration, notwithstanding 
the-pendency before the Commission of 
a request for a hearing from any person. 

This biweekly notice includes all 
notices of amendments issued, or 
proposed to be issued from July 30, 1990 
through August 10, 1990. The last 
biweekly notice was published on 
August 8, 1990 (55 FR 32322). 


NOTICE OF CONSIDERATION OF 
ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO 
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE AND 
PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT 
HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
DETERMINATION AND 
OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 


The Commission has made a proposed 
determination that the following 
amendment requests involve no 
significant hazards consideration. Under 
the Commission's regulations in 10 CFR 
50.92, this means that operation of the 
facility in accordance with the proposed 
amendments would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The basis for this 
proposed determination for each 
amendment request is shown below. 

The Commission is seeking public 
comments on this proposed 
determination. Any comments received 
within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be 
considered in making any final 
determination. The Commission will not 
normally make a final determination 
unless it receives a request for a 
hearing. 

Written comments may be submitted 
by mail to the Regulatory Publications 
Branch, Division of Freedom of 
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tory Commission, W: 

DC 20555, and should cite the 
publication date and page number of 
this Federal Register notice. Written 
comments may also be delivered to 
Room P-223, Phillips Building, 7920 
Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 
from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Copies of 
written comments received may be 
examined at the NRC Public Document 
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120L — 
Street, NW, Washington, DC The filing 
of requests for hearing and petitions for 
leave to intervene is discussed below. 

By September 21, 1990, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendment to 
the subject facility operating license and 
any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission's “Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2. 
Interested persons should consult a 
current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 which is 
available at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, DC 
20555 and at the Local Public Document 


Room for the particular facility involved. 


If a request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. Phe petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) the nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act tobe - 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 


which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter. Each contention 
must consist of a specific statement of 
the issue of law or fact to be raised or 
controverted. In addition, the petitioner 
shall provide a brief explanation of the 
bases of the contention and a concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 
provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the 
amendments under consideration. The 
contention must be one which, if proven, 
would entitle the petitioner to relief. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will serve to decide 
when the hearing is held. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration, the 
Commission may issue the amendment 
and make it immediately effective, 
notwithstanding the request for a 
hearing. Any hearing held would take 
place after issuance of the amendment. 


If the final determination is that the 
amendment involves a significant 
hazards consideration, any hearing held 
would take place before the issuance of 
any amendment. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendment until the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period. 
However, should circumstances change 
during the notice period such that failure 
to act in a timely way would result, for 
example, in derating or shutdown of the 
facility, the Commission may issue the 
license amendment before the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period, 
provided that its final determination is 
that the amendment involves no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will consider all 
public and State comments received 
before action is taken. Should the 
Commission take this action, it will 
publish a notice of issuance and provide 
for opportunity for a hearing after 
issuance. The Commission expects that 
the need to take this action will occur 
very infrequently. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Services Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 
by the above date. Where petitions are 
filed during the last ten (10) days of the 
notice period, it is requested that the 
petitioner promptly so inform the 
Commission by a toll-free telephone call 
to Western Union at 1-(800) 325-6000 {in 
Missouri 1-(800) 342-6700). The Western 
Union operator should be given 
Datagram Identification Number 3737 
and the following message addressed to 
(Project Director): petitioner's name and 
telephone number; date petition was 
mailed; plant name; and publication 
date and page number of this Federal 
Register notice. A copy of the petition 
should also be sent to the Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, and to the attorney for the 
licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board, that the petition and/or request 
should be granted based upon a 
balancing of factors specified in 10 CFR 
2.714(a}{1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d). 
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For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment which is available for public 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 
and at the local public document room 
for the particular facility involved. 


Alabama Power Company, Docket Nos. 
50-348 and 50-364, Joseph M. Farley 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Houston 
County, Alabama 


Date of amendments request: July 13, 
1990 I 

Description of amendments request: 
The proposed Technical Specification 
changes will revise the limit for the end- 
of-life (EOL) moderator temperature 
coefficient (MTC). Specifically, the 
proposed changes will: 

-Change the most negative MTC limit 
from -3.9 X 10°‘ delta k/k/° F to -4.3 X 10 
“4 delta k/k/° F (Technical Specification 
3.1.1.3.b). 

-Change the MTC surveillance 
requirement from -3.0 X 10°‘ delta k/k/° 
F to -3.65 X10°‘ delta k/k/° F (Technical 
Specification 4.1.1.3.b). 

-Add a footnote to the MTC 
surveillance requirement which provides 
for suspension of MTC surveillance 
when the measured MTC at an 
equilibrium boron concentration of less 
than or equal to 100 ppm is less negative 
than -4.0 X 10°‘ delta k/k/° F (Technical 
Specification 4.1.1.3.b). 

-Revise associated Bases Section 3/ 
4.1.1.3 to account for these changes. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining wheiher a no 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50,92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Alabama Power Company (the 
licensee) has reviewed the proposed 
changes and has determined that the 
requested amendments do not involve a 
significant hazards consideration for the 
following reasons: 

1. Operation of Farley Nuclear Plant Units 
1 and 2 in accordance with the proposed 
license amendment does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. The existing safety analyses for 


Farley Nuclear Plant have been evaluated to 
determine potential impact of the proposed 
change to the EOL MTC limit. This evaluation 
demonstrates that the existing safety 
analyses input parameters conservatively 
envelop the proposed change to the EOL 
MTC limit and that the change to doth the 
EOL MTC LCO and the surveillance 
requirement are acceptable without any 
changes to the existing safety analyses 
assumptions. 

The effect on the Non-LOCA transients due 
to a change to the MTC was evaluated both 
for normal operation and transient conditions 
and even the most adverse conditions:will 
not result in a reactivity insertion which 
would invalidate the conclusions presented 
in the FSAR analysis. In addition, this change 
was found to show no effect to the Large 
Break LOCA, the Small Break LOCA, and the 
Steam Generator Tube Rupture (SGTR) 
analyses. 

Therefore, the proposed license 
amendment does not involve a significant 
increase in the probability or consequences 
of an accident previously evaluated. 

2. The proposed change will not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated because implementation of this 
change will not alter plant configuration or 
mode of operation. Implementation of the 
proposed license amendment will provide 
continued assurance that analysis 
assumptions conservatively envelop 
operational pararmeters. 

As identified previously, the change to the 
EOL MTC would be bounded by the present 
FSAR accident analysis. (Both normal and 
transient conditions were evaluated and the 
results were shown to be bounded by the 
current FSAR accident analyses). The core 
design and emergency operating procedures 
will assure that subcriticality is maintained 
for the conditions encountered during the 
recovery even if an accident would occur. 

The current safety analysis remains 
bounding and valid for the new conditions. 
No new accidents have been established with 
the modifications of the MTC value and the 
present accidents analyzed can not degrade 
to a new failure mode. Sufficient margin is 
still present between the current safety 
analysis limits for MTC and the actual 
operational limits proposed with this 
Technical Specification change. In addition, 
surveillance limits will be maintained and 
only suspended if the first measured HFP 
MTC measurement taken after reaching 100 
ppm HFP equilibrium boron concentration is 
less negative than -40 pcm’ /F as this will 
provide assurance that the ultimate EOL (0 
ppm) HFP ARO MTC value will not violate 
the LCO limits. 

Therefore, this change to the Technical 
Specifications does not create the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated. 

3. The proposed license amendment does 
not involve a significant reduction to a 
margin of safety because an evaluation of the 
safety analyses demonstrates that the 
proposed change will maintain adequate 
margin to the current safety analysis while 
achieving improved operability for Farley 
Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2. The evaluation 
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discussed in WCAP-11953 shows that the 
safety analysis assumption remains 
conservative with respect to the proposed 
LCO limit value of -43 pcm/* F. All accidents 
are bounded by the present FSAR and.no 
new accidents have been created. Therefore, 
the proposed change in the LCO technical 
specification: limit from -39 to -43 pem/* F 
does not invalidate the conclusions of the 
FSAR safety analyses and ample margin still 
exists between the actual operating MTC, 
values and those used in the safety analysis 
of record. 

There is no basis in the safety analyses for 
the surveillance requirement limit value. This 
limit merely provides early indication that the 
LCO is being approached. Implementation of 
the new surveillance requirement value will 
continue to provide adequate notice prior to 
reaching the LCO. 

The suspension of the surveillance 
requirement below 100 ppm provides 
additional operational flexibility while 
assuring compliance with the Technical 
Specifications since exclusion would only be 
permitted if the first HFP MTC measurement 
taken after reaching the 100 ppm hot full 
power equilibrium boron concentration is 
less negative than -40 pcm/* F. Satisfaction of 
this caveat ensures that the remainder of any 
given cycle will be operated within the LCO 
value. 

Finally, prior to each reload all applicable 
safety limits are reviewed and any impact to 
the operating plant margin noted. 

Therefore, this change does not involve a 
significant reduction to the margin of safety. | 

The licensee has concluded that the 
proposed amendments meet the three 
standards in 10 CFR 50.92 and, 
therefore, involve no significant hazards 
consideration. 

The NRC staff has made a preliminary 
review of the licensee’s no significant 
hazards consideration determination 
and agrees with the licensee’s analysis. 
Accordingly, the Commission proposes 
to determine that the requested 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Houston-Love Memorial 
Library, 212 W. Burdeshaw Street, P. O. 
Box 1369, Dothan, Alabama 36302 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Elinor G. 
Adensam 


Alabama Power Company, Docket No. 
50-364, Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, 
Unit 2, Houston County, Alabama 


Date of amendment request: July 31, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment involves an 
increase in equivalent steam generator 
tube plugging limits from the current 
licensed value of 10% uniform plugging 
to a new licensed value of 15% average 





with a 20% peak in any one steam 
generator. Also included is a decrease of 
approximately 1.5% in reactor coolant 
system (RCS) total flowrate from the 
current licensed value of 265,500 ppm to 
a new licensed value of 261,600 ppm. As 
stated in the amendment request, the 
licensee has completed a comprehensive 
evaluation of the effects of the increased 
tube plugging and reduced RCS flowrate 
and has not identified any adverse 
safety implications. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a no 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Alabama Power Company (the 
licensee) has reviewed the proposed 
changes and has determined that the 
requested amendment does not involve 
a significant hazards consideration for 
the following reasons: 

{1] Neither the increased tube plugging nor 
the reduced RCS flowrate involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of any accident previously 
evaluated. The LOCA [Loss-Of-Coolant 
Accidents] and non-LOCA accidents were 
reviewed in WCAP-12659 verifying that the 
effects of increased tube plugging and 
reduced RCS flowrate do not invalidate the 
current analyses of record and that all design 
basis conclusions are still met. Several non- 
LOCA accidents (main feedwater pipe 
rupture, uncontrolled bank withdrawal from 
subcritical, partial loss of flow, single reactor 
coolant pump locked rotor, steam generator 
tube rupture {(doses)) were reanalyzed using 
the revised conditions associated with 
increased tube plugging and reduced RCS 
flowrate, and acceptable results were 
obtained. For those non-LOCA accidents for 
which evaluations were performed, 
acceptable results were obtained by use of 
existing sensitivity studies, existing margins, 
or allocation of generic DNB [departure from 
nucleate boiling} margin. In all cases, current 
licensing criteria of record is met. in addition, 
effects of asymmetrical flow distributions 
have been evaluated and found acceptable. 
The most limiting Large Break LOCA analysis 
(C,=0.4) was reanalyzed for the new 
configuration, and the analysis demonstrated 
a calculated PCT [Peak Cladding 
Temperature] less than the Appendix K limit 
of 2200° F. Evaluations of Small Break LOCA, 
_ LOCA hydraulic forcing functions, post- 
LOCA long-term core cooling, and hot leg 


switchover to prevent boron precipitation 
were performed, and all current conclusions 
for the J. M. Farley Unit 2 remain valid. 

Evaluations of MSLB [Main Steam Line 
Break] and LOCA mass and energy releases 
concluded the present mass and energy 
releases are applicable and the containment 
responses remain valid and all licensing 
conclusions remain valid. 

{2] Neither the increased tube plugging nor 
the reduction in RCS total flowrate creates 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. These effects were reviewed in 
detail in WCAP-12659 for any adverse effects 
on RCS components. Major Nuclear Steam 
Supply System components {i.e., The reactor 
vessel, internals, loop piping, reactor coolant 
pump, pressurizer, and the CRDM{s] {Control 
Rod Drive Mechanisms]) were reviewed, and 
no adverse safety effects were found. No new 
single failures were found. No new accident 
initiators were found. Since increased tube 
plugging can physically alter the steam 
generator, the possible effects on the steam 
generator were evaluated in detail. The 
results of thermal and hydraulic evaluation, 
U-bend tube vibration assessment, and the 
structural evaluation have concluded that the 
current components of the J. M. Farley Unit 2 
steam generators satisfy the requirements of 
the ASME B&PV [American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers Boiler and Pressure 
Vessel Code], Section II for the increased 
tube plugging and reduced RCS flowrate. 

[3] No significant reduction in a margin of 
safety is involved with the increased tube 
plugging and reduced RCS flowrate since all 
current acceptance criteria continue to be 
met. 

The evaluation of the effect of these 
variables on non-LOCA and LOCA transients 
has verified that plant operation will be 
maintained within the bounds of safe, 
analyzed conditions as defined in the FSAR 
[Final Safety Analysis Report} with the 
revised technical specifications, and the 
conclusions presented in the FSAR remain 
valid. Safe operation with revised core limits, 
a revised Ki of 1.18 and an approximate 1.5% 
reduction in thermal design flow has been 
demonstrated. The impact on K4 was small 
and no change to K4 was required since 
adequate margin exists in the Technical 
Specification value. In addition, component 
evaluations have been performed to 
demonstrate compliance to current 
acceptance criteria. 

[{K1 and K4 are constants for nominal 
unpenalized setpoint values used in 
overtemperature and overpower delta T 
protection.]} 

The licensee has concluded that the 
proposed amendment meets the three 
standards in 10 CFR 50.92 and, 
therefore, involves no significant 
hazards consideration. 

The NRC staff has made a preliminary 
review of the licensee's no significant 
hazards consideration determination 
and agrees with the licensee’s analysis. 
Accordingly, the Commission proposes 
to determine that the requested . 
amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 
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Local Public Document Room 
location: Houston-Love Memorial 
Library, 212 W. Burdeshaw Street, P. O. 
Box 1369, Dothan, Alabama 36302 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Elinor G. 
Adensam 


Baltimore Gas and Electric Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-317 and 50-318, Calvert 
Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, Unit Nos. 1 
and 2, Calvert County, Maryland 


Date of amendment request: July 10, 
1987, as supplemented on August 31, 
1989, and August 3, 1990. 

Description of amendment request: 
The initial request, as supplemented, 
proposed adding Technical Specification 
(TS) operability and reporting 
requirements for the reactor vessel level 
monitoring system (RVLMS) to the 
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant, 
Units 1 and 2, TS 3/4.3.3.6, “Post 
Accident Instrumentation,” including TS 
Tables 3.3-10 and 4.3-10, and TS 6.9.2, 
“Special Reports,” to incorporate 
surveillance, operability, and reporting 
requirements for RVLMS. In addition, 
the applicable Bases sections of the TS 
are updated to reflect the proposed 
changes. The July 10, 1987 request was 
initially noticed on May 18, 1988 {53 FR 
17777). Subsequently, BG&E responded 
to the NRC staff's request for additional 
information dated August 3, 1990, in 
relation to inoperable RVLMS channels 
and calibration requirements. The 
August 3, 1990, BG&E letter modified the 
request by changing TS Table 3.3-10 to 
require that the system be restored to 
operable status at the next refueling 
instead of the initial request which 
required only a single channel be 
restored to operable status at the next 
refueling. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: (1) Involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) Create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee addressed the above 
three standards in the amendment 
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application. In regard to the three 
standards, the licensee provided the 
following analysis. 

(1) Operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
proébability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The proposed amendment provides TS 
operability and reporting requirements for the 
RVLMS which has been installed to enhance 
the ability of the plant operator to identify 
situations which could lead to inadequate 
core cooling and take appropriate actions to 
recover. The RVLMS instrumentations are 
not required for all previously evaluated 
accidents, are not required for safe shutdown 
and are only used to provide information of 
the potential for inadequate core cooling. 
Thus, the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

(2) Use of the modified specification would 
not create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

Failure of this equipment would not result 
in any unanalyzed accident. The equipment is 
simply passive monitoring instrumentation. 
Although the RVLMS has been utilized in the 
Emergency Procedures for corroboration of 
selected indications, no change to normal 
operating procedures is involved. The 
RVLMS is intended solely to enhance the 
ability of the operator to manage accidents 
and transients by providing the operator with 
additional corroborative information. Also, 
no new hardware is being added to the plant 
as a result of this proposed change, no 
existing equipment is being modified, nor are 
any significantly different types of operations 
being introduced. Thus, the proposed new 
amendment would not create the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated. 

(3) Use of the modified specification would 
not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed amendment provides 
assurance of the availability of an additional 
means for monitoring the proper functioning 
of the engineered safety features system in 
maintaining the core cooling function. 
Redundant channels of environmentally 
qualified instrumentation are provided to 
assure that the information presented to the 
plant operators accurately reflects the trend 
in level of reactor coolant in the vessel. Thus, 
the proposed amendment does not involve a 
reduction in a margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed and agrees 
with the licensee's analysis of the 
significant hazards consideration 
determination. Based on the review and 
the above discussion, the staff proposes 
to determine that the proposed change 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Calvert County Library, Prince 
Frederick, Maryland. 

Attorney for licensee: Jay E. Silbert, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 


Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: Robert A. 
Capra 


Carolina Power & Light Company, et al., 
Docket Nos. 50-325 and 50-324, 
Brunswick Steam Electric Plant, Units 2 
and 2, Brunswick County, North 
Carolina 

Date of amendments request: July 20, 
1990 

Description of amendments request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
the Brunswick Steam Electric Plant, 
Units 1 and 2 (BSEP), Technical 
Specifications (TS) to: {1} delete 
Surveillance Requirement (SR) 4.0.5.a.1 
and renumber remaining SR 4.0.5.a.2 as 
SR 4.0.5.a; (2) delete existing SR 4.0.6 
and add a new SR 4.0.5.f; and (3) 
increase the reactor coolant system 
(RCS) leakage monitoring frequency in 
SR 4.4.3.2.a from every 24 hours to every 
8 hours. Change {1} deletes an obsolete 
SR related to the inservice inspection of 
components. The obsolete SR had been 
structured into two operational time 
segments. The first segment, now 
obsolete, was to be in effect from 
operating licensing issuance to 
commercial operation and the second 
segment was to be in effect from 
commercial operation. Change (2) 
modifies the SR to conform to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
position related to the inservice 
inspection program to detect 
intergranular stress corrosion cracking 
(IGSCC) in stainless steel, as covered by 
NRC Generic Letter (GL) 88-01, dated 
January 25, 1988. Change (3) increases 
the RCS leakage monitoring frequency 


“to allow earlier detection of leakage to 


reduce the potential consequences 
related to IGSCC, as covered in NRC GL 
88-01. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a no 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92{c}. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3} 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Carolina Power & Light it (the 
licensee} has reviewed the proposed 
changes and has determined that the 
requested amendments do not involve a 


significant hazards consideration for the 
following reasons: 

Proposed Change Number f 

Delete Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.2.1 
and renumber existing Surveillance 
Requirement 4.0.5.4.2 as Surveillance 
Requirement 4.0.5.a. 

Basis 

The change does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration for the following 
reasons: 

1. Deletion of inservice testing 
requirements applicable to the facility during 
the time period from issuance of the Facility 
Operating License to the start of facility 
commercial operation has no impact for 
either BSEP unit. Both units have been in 
commercial operation for several years. 
Accident scenarios are not affected because 
inservice testing is no longer performed under 
the conditions described in Surveillance 
[Requirement] 4.0.5.a.1; testing is now. 
performed under the conditions described in 
Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.a.2. There is 
no change in the probability or the 
consequences of accidents previously 
evaluated. 

2. New or different accident scenarios are 
not created by deleting the inservice 
inspection requirements of Surveillance 
Requirement 4.0.5.a.1. These requirements 
applied only to the time period from issuance 
of the Facility Operating License to the start 
of facility commercial operation. Therefore, 
deletion of Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.2.1 
will have no impact on facility operation. 

3. The facility is beyond the time frame 
encompassed by Surveillance Requirement 
4.0.5.a.1 and has been following i 
Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.a.2 since the 
start of commercial operation. Deletion of 
Surveiliance Requirement 4.0.5.a.1 will have 
no impact on the facility; therefore, no impact 
on the margin of safety for the facility exists. 

Proposed Change Number 2 

Add new Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.f 
and delete existing Surveillance Requirement 
4.0.6. 

Basis 

The Surveillance Requirements are being 
revised to reflect the recommendations in 
Generic Letter 88-01 (GL-88-01), which 
identifies the latest NRC position regarding 
the inspection of austenitic stainless steel 
(BWR) piping. The recommendations 
provided in the Generic Letter represent the 
most recent guidance and 
available for coping with IGSCC problems at 
BWRs. The proposed revision to the 
Technical Specifications will replace existing 
requirements with new, more up-to-date 
requirements. The change does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration for the 
following reasons: 

1. IGSCC can increase the potential for 
pipe breaks. Using the latest NRC guidance 
can the facility's ability to detect, 
mitigate, and prevent IGSCC, thereby 
reducing the potential for piping integrity 
degradation. Therefore, the probability of an 
accident is not increased. 

The ability to detect or prevent IGSCC in 
piping will not affect the consequences of 
accidents previously evaluated. The presence 
of IGSCC may increase the potential of a pipe 





rupture or leak; however, the consequence 
will remain bounded by the existing pipe 
break analysis. 

2. Operation of the facility will not change 
as a result of this amendment. This change 
imposes the most recent NRC acceptable 
positions identified in GL-88-01. These 
changes are programmatically related to 
piping inspections and cannot create a new 
or different kind of accident. 

3. The NRC Staff recognizes and 
acknowledges in GL-88-01 that if Staff 
positions in GL-88-01 are implemented, 
adequate levels of piping integrity and 
reliability can be achieved. Implementing the 
augmented surveillances endorsed by GL-88- 
01 does not cause any reduction in the margin 
of safety. 

Proposed Change Number 3 

Increase the Reactor Coolant System (RCS) 
leakage monitoring frequency in Surveillance 
Requirement 4.4.3.2.a from every 24 hours to 
every 8 hours. 

Basis 

The change does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration for the following 
reasons: 

1. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated because increasing the 
frequency of RCS leakage monitoring is a 
programmatic change. Since this is not a 
process , there is no physical change 
or alteration to the facility that could cause 
the probability of an accident to increase. 

2. The proposed amendment does not 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated because the design of the facility 
and system operating parameters are not 
changing. Revision of the monitoring intervals 
for RCS leakage will not change the method 
in which leakage is monitored and therefore 
cannot create a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

3. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant reduction in the margin 
of safety because monitoring the RCS leakage 
every 8 hours provides more conservatism 
than every 24 hours. 

The licensee has concluded that the 
proposed amendments meet the three 
standards in 10 CFR 50.92 and, 
therefore, involve no significant hazards 
consideration. 

The NRC staff has made a preliminary 
review of the licensee’s no significant 
hazards consideration determination 
and agrees with the licensee’s analysis. 
Accordingly, the Commission proposes 
to determine that the requested 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: University of North Carolina at 
Wilmington, William Madison Randall 
Library, 601 S. College Road, 
Wilmington, North Carolina 28403-3297. 

Attorney for licensee: R. E. Jones, . 
General Counsel, Carolina Power & 
Light Company, P. O. Box 1551, Raleigh, 
North Carolina 27602 


NRC Project Director: Elinor G. 
Adensam 


Detroit Edison Company, Docket No. 50- 
341, Fermi-2, Monroe Country, Michigan 


Date of amendment request: February 
1, 1989 

Description of amendment request: 
The amendment revises the Technical 
Specification (TS) by changing Trip 
Setpoints and Allowable Values for 
Isolation Actuation Instrumentation 
which are listed in TS Table 3.3.2-2, 
Isolation Actuation Instrumentation 
Setpoints. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. Based on the staff 
review, the proposed amendment will 
not involve a significant hazards 
consideration for the following reasons: 
(1) The proposed change to the TS 
finalizes the previously initial values for 
isolation actuation instrumentation 
signals. Any necessary setpoint changes 
have been found to cause the associated 
isolation actuation to occur in the same 
or a more conservative manner. The 
affected signals only act in response to 
abnormal plant transients and do not 
play a part in any accident initiation 
scenario. Therefore the proposed 
changes do not involve a significant 
increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. (2) Any necessary setpoint 
changes solely changes the point of 
initiation of the isolation of the isolation 
actuation function and not the manner 
or mode of operation of the affected 
systems. Where no setpoint change was 
found to be adequate system operation 
is unaffected. As such, the proposed 
change does not present a new accident 
mode and does not create the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident 
from any accident previously evaluated. 
(3) The proposed changes cause the 
affected isolation functions to occur in 
the same or more conservative manner. 
The setpoints have also been evaluated 


’ and adjusted if required to reduce the 


probability of a spurious isolation 
occurring. Such isolations reduce the 
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systems availability and unnecessarily 
challenge the plant safety systems. 
Therefore, the proposed changes 
involves an increase in the margin of 
safety. 

For the reasons stated above, the staff 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Monroe Country Library 
System, 3700 South Custer Road, 
Monroe, Michigan 48161. 

Attorney for licensee: John Flynn, 
Esq., Detroit Edison Company, 2000 
Second Avenue, Detroit, Michigan 48226. 

NRC Project Director: Robert C. 
Pierson 


Duke Power Company, et al., Docket 
Nos. 50-413 and 50-414, Catawba 
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, York 
County, South Carolina 


Date of amendment request: March 13, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
Technical Specifications (TSs) 3.1.2.5a., 
3.1.2.5b. and 3.1.2.6a. and their 
associated Bases. The revision would 
increase the existing minimum 
contained borated water volumes 
required for the Boric Acid Tank (BAT) 
in Modes 1 to 6 (power operation, 
startup, hot standby, hot shutdown, cold 
shutdown, and refueling) and the 
Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST) 
in Modes 5 and 6. The purpose of the 
revision is to account for the unusable 
volume due to discharge line location 
and other physical characteristics 
associated with the tanks. The water 
volume required for the RWST in Modes 
1 to 4 will not change as the existing 
level provides the maximum available 
volume to account for shutdown margin, 
worst case single failure, adequate 
containment sump volume for transfer to 
sump recirculation and sufficient volume 
above the switchover initiation level 
such that no operator action is required 
prior to ten minutes after the initiation 
of an accident. 

Currently, the existing tank volumes 
required for the BAT and RWST do not 
meet the design bases and are not 
conservative because they do not 
account for unusable tank volumes. The 
changes require that the BAT and 
RWST levels be maintained to allow 
them to perform their required safety 
functions. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
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amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3} 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed revision would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated because 
the BAT and RWST required volumes 
are being increased to meet current 
design bases for the tanks. Current TS 
required volumes are not conservative 
because they do not account for 
unusable tank volumes. 

The proposed revision would not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated because 
the design of the facility is not changed 
and no new modes of operation are 
introduced. 

Finally, the proposed revision would 
not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety because the BAT and 
RWST required minimum contained 
borated water volumes are being 
increased to meet current design bases. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes ta determine that the 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: York County Library, 138 East 
Black Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina 
29730 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, 422 South 
Church Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 
26242 

NRC Project Director: David B. 
Matthews 


Duke Power Company, et al., Docket 
Nos. 50-413 and 50-414, Catawba 
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, York 
County, South Carolina 


Date of amendment request: March 13, 
1990, as supplemented May 4, 1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would 
relocate the fire protection requirements 
from the Technical Specifications (TSs) 
to the Final Safety Analysis Report 
(FSAR) Chapter 16.0, Catawba Selected 
Licensee Commitments. This relocation 
is in accordance with NRC Generic 
Letters (GL) 86-10 and 88-12. 
Specifically, the requested changes 
would: (1} remove the limiting 
conditions for operation {LCO) and 
surveillance requirements (SRs) for TSs 


3/4.3.3.8, 3/4.7.10 and 3/4.7.11, {2} 
remove TS 6.2.2e and items in the Index 
and applicable Bases sections, and (3) 
add TSs 6.5.1.12, 6.8.1h and 6.8.11. 
‘Essentially, the above changes would 
remove the fire detection 
instrumentation, suppression systems, 
barrier penetrations and brigade staffing 
requirements from the TSs and add 
administrative controls to support the 
fire protection program. Currently, the 
requirements for the relocated TSs exist 
in plant procedures. These proposed 
amendments will subject future changes 
to these procedures to the additions, in 
Section 6.0, to the existing 
Administrative Controls requirements. 
The GL requirement to institute the 
standard fire protection license 
conditions has already been met. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed amendments would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated because 
none of the technical requirements 
would be changed. The revision would 
remove the existing requirements from 
the TSs and put them in Chapter 16.0 of 
the FSAR. While it is recognized that a 
comprehensive fire protection program 
is essential to plant safety, many details 
of this program that are currently 
addressed in the TSs can be modified in 
accordance with the provisions of 10 
CFR 50.59 without affecting nuclear 
safety. The additions, in Section 6.0, to 
the existing Administrative Controls 
requirements would ensure that licensee 
initiated changes will receive careful 
review by competent individuals. 

The proposed amendments would not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated because 
the design of Catawba Nuclear Station, 
Units 1 and 2, will not be affected and 
no new modes of operation will be 
introduced. 

Finally, the proposed amendments 
would not involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety because’ 


34367 


the changes are administrative in nature 
and an evaluation will be performed, in 
accordance with 10 CFR 50.59, for each 
proposed change to the fire protection 
program. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: York County Library, 138 East 
Black Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina 
29730 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, 422 South 
Church Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 
28242 

NRC Project Director: David B. 
Matthews 


Duke Power Company, Docket Nos. 58- 
369 and 50-370, McGuire Nuclear 
Station, Units 1 and 2, Mecklenburg 
County, North Carolina 


Date of amendment request: February 
7, 1990, as supplemented May 7, 1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The licensee has proposed amendments 
to change the Technical Specifications 
(TSs) in response to NRC Generic Letter 
89-01, which provided guidance for the 
relocation of the Radiological Effluent 
Technical Specifications (RETS) as part 
of the line-item TS improvement 
program. The proposed amendments 
would (1) incorporate programmatic 
controls in the Administrative Controls 
section of the TSs that satisfy the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20.106, 40 CFR 
Part 190, 10 CFR 50.36a and Appendix I 
to 10 CFR Part 50, (2} relocate the 
existing procedural details in current 
TSs involving radioactive effluent 
monitoring instrumentation, the control 
of liquid and gaseous effluents, 
equipment requirements for liquid and 
gaseous effluents, radiological 
environmental monitoring, 
radiological reporting details from the 
TSs to Chapter 16 of the Final Safety 
Analysis Report (FSAR), “Selected 
Licensee Commitment (SLC) Manual,” 
(3) relocate the definition of 
solidification and existing procedural 
details in the current TS on solid 
radioactive wastes to the SLC Manual, 
(4) simplify the associated reporting 
requirements, (5) simplify the 
administrative controls for changes to 
the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual 
(ODCM} and Process Control Program 
(PCP), (6) add record retention 
requirements for changes to the ODCM 
and PCP, and {7} update the TS Index 
and the definitions of the ODCM and 
PCP consistent with these changes. 

Basis for proposed no significant 


hazards consideration determination: 





The Commission has provided 
standards (10 CFR 50.92(c)) for 
determining whether a significant 
hazards consideration exists. A 
proposed amendment to an operating 
license for a facility involves no 
significant hazards consideration if 
operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would 
not: (1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; or (2) 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

In regard to the proposed 
amendments, the licensee provided an 
evaluation of the proposed changes with 
respect to these three standards: 

1. The proposed changes are 
administrative in nature since the 
existing RETS requirements are 
maintained and merely relocated to the 
McGuire SLC Manual, which is 
controlled as part of the McGuire FSAR. 
Any future changes to this information 
would be evaluated in accordance with 
the process described in 10 CFR 50.59. 
Under 10 CFR 50.59, changes may be 
made without prior Commission 
approval if the licensee has determined 
that an unreviewed safety question is 
not involved. A report of such changes is 
required to be submitted to the 
Commission annually. 

No hardware changes or additions 
would be made to the McGuire Nuclear 
Station as a result of these proposed 
amendments. There would be no 
increase in the types or amounts of 
radioactive effluent releases, nor an 
increase in individual or cumulative 
occupational radiation exposures as a 
result of these changes. As such, these 
changes will not involve an increase in 
the probability or consequences of any 
accident previously evaluated. 

2. As stated above, the proposed 
changes are administrative in nature 
and involve no changes in RETS 
requirements, hardware modifications 
or increases in radioactive effluent 
releases or personnel occupational 
exposure. Therefore, the proposed 
changes will not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated. 

3. The existing RETS requirements 
will be maintained as part of the 
McGuire SLC Manual and will continue 
to provide adequate controls for 
radioactive effluent releases and for 
radiological environmental monitoring 
activities. As such, the proposed 
amendments would not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of 
safety. 


The Commission's staff has 
considered the proposed changes and 
agrees with the licensee's evaluation 
with respect to the three standards for 
determining the existence of a 
significant hazards consideration. 

On this basis, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
amendments involve no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Atkins Library, University of 
North Carolina, Charlotte (UNCC 
Station), North Carolina 28223 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, P. O. Box 1007, 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242-1007 

NRC Project Director: David B. 
Matthews 


Duke Power Company, Docket Nos. 50- 
269, 50-270 and 50-287, Oconee Nuclear 
Station, Units 1, 2 and 3, Oconee County, 
South Carolina 


Date of amendment request: July 19, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
Technical Specification (TS) 2.3 to 
establish a revised Reactor Protective 
System (RPS) trip setpoint for the 
Reactor Coolant Pump monitors. This 
revision would require the pump 
monitors to produce a reactor trip when 
two pumps are inoperable and the 
reactor is operating at greater than 2.0% 
full power instead of the current 
requirement which considers a power 
level greater than 0.0% of the rated 
power as the setpoint. Licensee Event 
Report (LER) 269/90-06, dated May 30, 
1990, identified a reactor trip caused by 
electrical noise which indicated reactor 
power higher than 0.0% full power 
setpoint. The reactor was subcritical, 
two reactor coolant pumps were 
operating, and the control rods from 
Group 1 were 50% inserted, while those 
of Groups 2 through 7 were fully 
inserted. By letter dated July 19, 1990, 
Duke Power Company proposed TS 
revisions to correct this unacceptable 
operating condition. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards (10 CFR 50.92(c)) for 
determining whether a significant 
hazards consideration exists. A 
proposed amendment to an operating 
license for a facility involves no 
significant hazards consideration if 
operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would 
not: (1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; or (2) 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 


Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990 / Notices 


accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

In regard to the proposed 
amendments, the licensee provided an 
evaluation of the proposed revisions 
with respect to these three standards: 

(1) The proposed amendments would 
revise TS 2.3 to provide a new setpoint 
for the reactor coolant pump monitor 
trip functions. The proposed revision 
would require the pump monitors to 
cause a reactor trip when a loss of two 
pumps occurs and the reactor is at a 
power level greater than 2.0% full power 
instead of the current 0.0% full power 
setpoint. This modification is consistent 
with TS 1.2.5, that addresses the power 
operation requirements, and provides 
the required tolerance for electrical 
noises that can cause spurious reactor 
trips at the present 0.0% full power 
setpoint level. Also, the proposed 
change has no significant impact on the 
results of Final Safety Analysis Report 
(FSAR) Chapter 15 analyses. Therefore, 
the requested amendments will not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of a 
previously evaluated accident. 

(2) The proposed change to TS 2.3 
would increase the pump monitor trip 
setpoint from 0.0% full power to 2.0% full 
power. This change would serve to 
prevent spurious reactor trips due to 
electrical noise during a subcritical 
condition with two reactor coolant 
pumps in operation. The proposed 
setpoints will not create new failure 
modes not bounded by previously 
evaluated accident events. Therefore, it 
is not expected that the proposed 
change would Create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any kind of accident previously 
analyzed. 

(3) The proposed revision to TS 2.3 
would revise the Reactor Protective 
System setpoint for the pump monitor 
trip functions to a higher percent of the 
full power value. This change was 
proposed to prevent spurious reactor 
trips due to electrical noise in the 
Reactor Protective System trip function. 
The proposed change has no significant 
effect on FSAR Chapter 15 analyses and 
will increase the margins of safety by 
preventing reactor trips which could 
result in unanalyzed plant operating 
conditions. Therefore, this change does 
not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The Commission's staff has 
considered the proposed changes and 
agrees with the licensee's evaluation 
with respect to the three standards. On 
this basis, the Commission proposes to 
determine that the proposed 
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amendments involve no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Oconee County Library, 501 
West South Broad Street, Walhalla, 
South Carolina 29691 

‘Attorney for licensee: J. Michael 
McGarry, IH, Bishop, Lieberman, Cook, 
Purcell and Reynolds, 1200 17th Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20036 

NRC Project Director: David B. 
Matthews 


Entergy Operations Inc., Docket No. 50- 
382, Waterford Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 3, St. Charles Parish, Louisiana 


Date of amendment request: July 25, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications to change 
the organizational structure and position 
titles to reflect the changes brought 
about by the transfer of operation to 
Entergy Operations, Inc., from Louisiana 
Power and Light Company. The change 
in operations was approved by License 
Amendment No. 60 dated December 14, 
1989. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 


amendment to an operating license for a - 


facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
cignificant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The licensee provided 
an analysis that addressed the above 
three standards in the amendment 
application. 

The licensee has provided an analysis 
of the significant hazards consideration 
as follows: 

The proposed changes to the 
Administrative Controls section involve only 
the reassignment of responsibilities from the 
Senior Vice President - Nuclear Operations 
and Vice President - Nuclear to the new Vice 
President Operations. The scope of all 
responsibilities remains unchanged; that is, 
no responsibilities have been deleted and 
none have been added. Since the change is 
essentially administrative, there is no 
alteration to the existing facility or its 
operation, and there is no increase in 
probability or consequence of any accident 
previously evaluated. 

As previously stated, the proposed changes 
affect the assignment of executive duties and 
the changing of position titles, only. This 


' change does not affect plant configuration 


nor its operation. Consequently, operating the 
plant with the proposed I not 


create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

Safety margin is established through the 
Waterford 3 safety analyses as reflected in 
the Technical Specifications, Limiting 
‘Conditions for Operations, and our bases. 
Since the proposed changes preserve all 
assumptions and results for the safety 
analyses, there is no reduction in any margin 
of safety related to the changes. 

We have reviewed the licensee's 
analysis and agree with the findings. 
Therefore, the staff proposes to 
determine that the change does not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: University of New Orleans 
Library, Louisiana Collection, Lakefront, 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70122 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N St., N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Theodore R. 
Quay, Acting Project Director 


Entergy Operations Inc., Docket No. 50- 
382, Waterford Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 3, St. Charles Parish, Louisiana 


Date of amendment request: July 25, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Technical Specification to remove 
the surveillance requirement for the 
automatic closure interlocks and to add 
surveillance requirements for the open 
permissive interlock and isolation valve 
position alarms on the shutdown cooling 
system. This request is in response to 
Generic Letter 88-17. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The licensee provided 
an analysis that addressed the above 
three standards in the amendment 
application. 

Generic Letter 88-17 dated October 17, 
1988, addressed the potential for loss of 
shutdown cooling events with plants 


having the automatic closure interlocks 
(ACI). The Generic Letter encouraged 
the replacement of ACI with a safety-. 
grade alarm and administrative controls. 
The proposal by the licensee implements 
the changes encouraged by the Generic 
Letter. 

The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of significant hazards 
consideration: 

ACI removal is consistent with the 
guidelines previously endorsed by the NRC 
and will result in a net increase in reactor 
safety. There is a negligible (0.09%) increase 
in the calculated probability of an interfacing 
system LOCA event associated with ACI 
removal. This increase is in contrast to a 39% 
increase in SDCS and LTOP availability and 
a corresponding decrease in risk associated 
with loss of SDC and LTOP events. 
Therefore, the proposed change will result in 
a net decrease in risk. 

Deletion of the ACI surveillance 
requirement does not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from any 
previously evaluated. Alarms and procedures 
will inform the operators to take timely 
actions when necessary, fulfilling the same 
function as the ACI. The alarms will be 
capable of detecting equipment failures, 
whereas the ACI protects only against 
operator error (failure to establish a double 
barrier between the RCS and SDCS). 

As discussed above, analysis demonstrates 
ACI removal results in a net increase in 
reactor safety. Appropriate alarms and 
procedures will accomplish the same function 
as ACI, that is, ensuring isolation of the 
SDCS from the RCS before RCS pressure 
exceeds SDCS design pressure. At the same 
time the probability of a loss of SDC event is 
significantly reduced. Thus, removal of the 
ACI surveillance requirement does not 
involve any significant reduction in a margin 
of safety. 


We have reviewed the licensee 
analysis and agree with the findings. 


+ Therefore, the staff proposes to 


determine that the change does not 
involve a significant hazard 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: University of New Orleans 
Library, Louisiana Collection, Lakefront, 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70122 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N St., N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Theodore R. 
Quay, Acting Project Director 


Florida Power Corporation et al., Docket 
No. 50-302, Crystal River Unit No. 3 
Nuclear Generating Plant, Citrus 


‘ County, Florida 


Date of amendment request: April 6, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The Crystal River Unit 3 (CR-3) 
Technical Specifications (TS) require 





periodic inservice inspection of a 
representative sample of tubes from the 


allow the installation of mechanical 
tube sleeves in the CR-3 steam 
generators as an alternative to plugging 
defective tubes, and would exclude 
defects spanned by a sleeve from the 
results category determination for future 
inspection requirements. Reporting 
requirements for sleeved tubes, 
definitions for “Tube” or “Tubing,” and 
limits on the number of sleeved tubes 
permitted would be added. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided criteria 
for determining whether a significant 
hazards consideration exists (10 CFR 
50.92(c)). A proposed amendment to an 
operating license for a facility involves 
no significant hazards considerations if 
operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would 
not: (1} involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; or (2) 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The licensee evaluated 
the proposed changes in light of these 
three criteria and has determined that 
the proposed changes will not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequence of an accident 
previously evaluated. The CR-3 Final Safety 
Analysis Report (FSAR) contains a 
conservative analysis of several accidents 
which could affect OTSG tube integrity, and 
the sleeves proposed for installation in CR-3 
were designed with consideration for these 
accidents. The sleeves are considered 
structural members, designed in accordance 
with ASME Section III and draft NRC 
Regulatory Guide 1.121, and have been 
demonstrated to meet normal, upset, ; 
emergency, and faulted conditions resulting 
from normal operations and accident 
transients. Furthermore, the sleeves have 
been demonstrated to be mechanicaily 
stronger than the tubes themselves, making a 
sleeved tube no more likely to rupture, 
collapse or be pulled apart than an unsleeved 
tube. Therefore, the probability of a 
previously evaluated accident is not 
significantly increased due to installation of 
sleeves in the OTSG. 

The consequences of a previously 
evaluated accident are also not significantly 
increased as a result of the installation of 
OTSG tube sleeves. The Reactor Coolant 
Sysiem (RCS) flow rate through a sleeve is 
reduced, such that in the unlikely event a 
sleeved tube does rupture, primary-to- 
secondary system leakage would be less than 
that assumed in the safety analysis for the 
rupture of an unsleeved tube. 


2. Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. A sleeved tube 
performs the same function, in the same 
passive manner, as an unsleeved tube. Tube 
sleeves are designed, qualified, and 
maintained under the stress and pressure 
limits of ASME Section Ill and draft NRC 
Regulatory Guide 1.121. Eddy current testing 
(ECT) is performed following installation of 
each sleeve. This is done to verify proper 
installation of the sleeve and to obtain a 
baseline ECT reading for each sleeve in order 
to monitor for subsequent degradation of the 
pressure boundary. 

3. Involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety provided by current 
Technical Specifications. OTSG tube integrity 
is maintained under the same limits for 
sleeved tubes as for unsleeved tubes; ie., 
ASME Section III and NRC draft Regulatory 
Guide 1.121. The value of OTSG pressure 
boundary degradation at which a tube 
‘becomes inoperable remains unchanged and 
is detectable for sleeves as well as plugs. The 
Technical Specifications continue to require 
monitoring and restriction of primary (RCS) 
to secondary system leakage through the 
steam generators, such that there is 
reasonable assurance that a significant 
increase in leakage, due to failure of a 
sleeved (or unsleeved) tube, will be detected. 
The slight reduction in RCS flow and full- 
power steam superheat due to sleeving the 
maximum number of OTSG tubes allowed is 
considered to have an insignificant impact on 
OTSG operation during accident conditions. 
The Technical Specifications will continue to 
contain reporting requirements for tubes 
which have had their degradation spanned 
(regardless whether the tube is plugged or 
sleeved). 

The staff has performed a preliminary 
review of the licensee's proposed 
changes and agrees that the criteria of 
10 CFR 50.92 are met. Therefore, the 
staff proposes to determine that the 
proposed amendment involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Crystal River Public Library, 
668 N.W. First Avenue, Crystal River, 
Florida 32629. 

Attorney for licensee: A. H. Stephens, 
General Counsel, Florida Power 
Corporation, MAC-AS5D, P. O. Box 14042, 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33733. 

NRC Project Director: Herbert N. 
Berkow. 


Florida Power Corporation, et al., 
Docket No. 50-302, Crystal River Unit 
No. 3 Nuclear Generating Plant, Citrus 
County, Florida a 


Date of amendment request: May 10, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The Technical Specifications (TS) for 
Crystal River Unit 3 require that every 
18 months the licensee perform various 
load tests on the emergency diesel 
generators. During the last refueling 
outage, the licensee upgraded the rating 
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of each diesel. Therefore, in order for 
the load testing to be meaningful, the 


- load at which the test is performed 


should be changed. The proposed 
changes would put the TS surveillance 
requirement in line with the enhanced 
capacity of the diesel. The changes 
would also remove the surveillance 
requirements on automatic load 
sequencing in modes 5 and 6, and 
remove two notes that are no longer 
applicable. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92{c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The licensee evaluated 
the proposed changes in light of these 
three criteria and determined that the’ 
proposed amendment would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequence of an accident 
previously evaluated because [these] 
change[{s] [provide] assurance that proper 
testing is performed to assure the diesel 
generators will perform their intended safety 
function should they be called upon to do so. 

2. Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated because the proposed 
change[s] [assure] testing is performed to 
confirm the assumptions of electrical power 
availability in the safety analysis 
documented in FSAR Chapter 14 remain 
valid. ; 

3. Involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety because [these] change[s] 
[change] the diesel generator load testing 
requirements to reflect current plant design. 
The margin of safety with respect to the 
previous values and plant design remains the 
same. 

The staff has performed a preliminary 
review of the licensee’s proposed 
changes and agrees that the criteria of 
10 CFR 50.92 are met. In addition, the 
staff believes that these three criteria 
are met for the removal of surveillance 
requirements on automatic load 
sequencing in modes 5 and 6 and the 
removal of the two notes. Since the 
accidents for which the automatic load 
sequencing is provided cannot occur in 
modes 5 and 6, removal of the 
surveillance requirements would not: 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences previously 
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evaluated; create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. Also, the removal of 
the two notes that are no longer 
applicable is an administrative change 
that has no safety significance. 
Therefore, the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed amendment 
does not involve significant hazards 
considerations, 

Local Public Document Room 
- location: Crystal River Public Library, 
668 N.W. First Avenue, Crystal River, 
Florida 32629 

Attorney for licensee: A. H. Stephens, 
General Counsel, Florida Power 
Corporation, MAC - A5D, P. O. Box 
14042, St. Petersburg, Florida 33733 

NAC Project Director: Herbert N. 
Berkow 


GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al., Docket 
No. 50-219, Oyster Creek Nuclear 
Generating Station, Ocean County, New 
Jersey 


Date of amendment request: July 10, 
1996 

Description of amendment request: 
The licensee proposes to reduce the low 
condenser vacuum scram setpoint in 
Table 3.1.1 from 23 inches Hg to 20 
inches Hg and revise the bases to 
support the new setpoint. Reducing the 
setpoint to 20 inches Hg will better 
accommodate routine condenser 
backwashing operations. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), GPU 
Nuclear Corporation has determined 
that operation of the Oyster Creek 
Nuclear Generating Station in 
accordance with the proposed technical 
specification involves no significant 
hazards consideration as defined in 10 
CFR 50.92. 

1.0 Operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability of occurrence or the 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. No credit is taken for the low 
condenser vacuum scram in any of the 
transients analyzed in the FSAR. The turbine 
trip without bypass transient bounds the loss 
of condenser vacuum scenario. ? 

2.0 Operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. The scram function on low 
vacuum is still being preserved, and an 
evaluation has demonstrated that the lower 
setpoint provides an acceptable response to 
loss of vacuum scenarios. 

3.0 Operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant reduction in a margin of 
safety. Operating limits for the plant are 


conservatively established with the more 
bounding turbine trip without bypass 
transient. 

The staff has reviewed the proposed 
amendment and agrees with the 
licensee's determination that it does not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Ocean County Library, 
Reference Department, 101 Washington 
Street, Toms River, New Jersey 08753 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Jr., Esquire. Shaw, Pittman, Potts & 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 


GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al., Docket 
No. 50-289, Three Mile Island Nuclear 
Station, Unit No. 1, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: June 18, 
1990 - 

Description of amendment request: 
This amendment would change the 
Technical Specifications to extend the 
surveillance interval for testing the 
hydrogen recombiner system. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
GPU Nuclear has determined that this 
proposed change poses no significant 
hazards as defined by the NRC in 10 
CFR 50.92. 

A. Operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not involve a 
significant increase in the probability of 
occurrence or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated. The 
proposed change revises the current 
surveillance frequency of the hydrogen 
recombiners to be consistent with the 
safety significance of the system and the 
surveillance frequency in the Babcock 
and Wilcox Standard Technical 
Specifications. The operability of the 
equipment is not affected because TMI-1 
has two (2) installed 100% capacity 
hydrogen recombiners and a hydrogen 
recombiner is not required to operate 
until approximately 9.8 days following a 
loss of coolant accident (LOCA). The 
results of this change will not result in 
any increase in the probability or 
consequences of events analyzed in 
Chapter 14 of the TMI-1 FSAR. 

B. Operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. The TMI-1 FSAR states that 
operability of hydrogen recombiner is 
not required until approximately 9.8 
days following a LOCA. The proposed 
revision to the hydrogen recombiner 
surveillances does not affect the 
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possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

C. Operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of 
safety. Reasonable assurance of 
operability of the equipment still is 
provided at frequencies consistent with 
the Standard Technical Specifications. 

The NRC staff has reviewed the GPU 
Nuclear Corporation determination and 
agrees with their analysis. Accordingly, 
the Commission proposes to determine 
that the proposed amendment involves 
no significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Government Publications - 
Section, State Library of Pennsylvania, 
Walnut Street and Commonwealth 
Avenue, Box 1601, Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania 17105. 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Jr., Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts & 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: John F, Stolz 


Houston Lighting & Power Company, 
City Public Service Board of San 
Antonio, Central Power and Light 
Company, City of Austin, Texas, Docket 
Nos. 50-498 and 50-499, South Texas 
Project, Units 1 and 2, Matagorda 
County, Texas 


Date of amendment request: June 6, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The request is a change to the Technical 
Specifications to delete the automatic 
closure interlock on the Residual Heat 
Removal System suction valves. The 
Automatic Closure Interlock (ACI) 
feature of the Residual Heat Removal 
(RHR) suction valves provides for 
automatic closure of the valves 
whenever the Reactor Coolant System 
(RCS} pressure increases above a level 
approximating the RHR system design 
pressure and is intended to ensure that 
the double barrier (two closed valves in 
each suction line) is not compromised 
by operator error during plant startup. 
However, during RHR operation, the 
presence of the ACI offers the potential 
for inadvertent closure of the valves and 
subsequent loss of cooling. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
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amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. Based on the staff 
review, the proposed amendments will 


not: , 

(1) Involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated. The 
accidents previously evaluated are the 
WASH-1400 interfacing LOCA, RCS 
cold overpressure mitigation, and a loss 
of RHR capability. 

The probabilistic analysis performed 
by the licensee used a baseline case of 
the ACI feature in the RHR system. This 
was followed by an analysis without the 
ACI feature. The analysis results 
concluded that the deletion of the ACI 
results in a decrease in the likelihood of 
loss of RHR during a seven week 
mission time from 7.43E-03 to 1.67E-04. 

The evaluation of an RHR interfacing 
systems LOCA at the South Texas 
Project, Units 1 and 2 (STP) resulted in 
the conclusion that the LOCA would not 
bypass containment. Therefore, the 
containment would prevent the direct 
release of radioactive material to the 
environment in the remote event of core 
uncovery and two trains of low head 
safety injection (LHSI) would be 
available for mitigation due to the 
design of STP. Cold overpressure 
mitigation at STP is provided by the 
pressurizer power operated relief 
valves. The residual heat removal 
discharge relief valves are not required 
to operate to mitigate the consequences 
of an overpressurization event at low 
reactor coolant system temperature. 
With the RHR discharge relief valves 
available (e.g., ACI deleted), plant risk is 
decreased because of the additional 
redundancy available to mitigate an 
overpressure transient occurring at low 
RCS temperatures. 

The deletion of the ACI was analyzed 
in WCAP-11736 in terms of (1) the 
frequency of an interfacing LOCA, (2) 
the availability of the RHR system, and 
(3) the effect on overpressure transients 
with the net result of a safety benefit. 
The staff approved WCAP-1136 for 
generic applications. 

With the above considerations it is 
concluded that the deletion of the RHR 
ACI does not involve a signficant 
increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

(2) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously evaluated. The Power 
Operated Relief Valves (PORVs) at STP 


mitigate an overpressure transient and 
the RHR discharge relief valves are not 
utilized in the analysis for mitigation of 
an overpressurization transient. While it 
is true that the ACI initiates an 
automatic closure of the RHR suction 


- valves on high RCS pressure, 


overpressure protection of the RHR 
system is provided by the RHR system 
relief valves and not by the slow acting 
suction valves that isolate the RHR 
system from the RCS. The deletion of 
the ACI will decrease plant risk because 
without the RHR suction valves closed 
due to the ACI, the RHR relief valves 
provide additional reéandancy. 

The STP design prevents bypassing 
containment which is part of the classic 
interfacing systems LOCA, the “V" 
sequence. The RHR is completely 
contained in containment ard this 
design feature prevents bypassing 
containment. The purpose of ACI 
feature is to ensure there is a double 
barrier between the RHR system and the 
RCS when the plant is at normal 
operating conditions, {i.e., pressurized 
and not in the RHR cooling mode). There 
are several methods to ensure that there 
is a double barrier between the RHR 
system and the RCS when the plant is in 
the normal operating mode. First, plant 
operating procedures instruct the 
operators to isolate the RHR system 
during plant heatup. 

Second, an alarm will be installed as 
part of this change that will annunciate 
in the contro] room when a RHR suction 
valve is open and the RCS is at pressure. 
In conjunction with this alarm, the alarm 
response procedure will be revised to 
ensure that the RHR suction valves are 
closed upon alarm indication. Third, the 
open permissive interlock, which is not 
being removed, will prevent the opening 
of the RHR suction valves unless the 
RCS pressure is substantially below the 
RHR design pressure. 

Since the PORVs prevent 
overpressurization of the RHR system 
during shut down conditions and several 
other methods. are available to ensure 
that the RHR system is isolated from the 
RCS during normal plant operating 
conditions, removal of the ACI does not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. 

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The probabilistic 
analysis performed for the deletion of 
the ACI at STP indicates there is a 
decrease in the likelihood of a loss of 
RHR. The potential for an interfacing 
systems LOCA and low-temperature 
overpressurization transients have been 
evaluated with the ACI deleted. 
Therefore, the overall safety has been 
increased. 
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For the reasons stated above, the staff 
believes these proposed amendments 
involve no significant hazards 
consideration determination. 

Local Public Document Rooms 
Location: Wharton County Junior 
College, J. M. Hodges Learning Center, 
911 Boling Highway, Wharton Texas 
77488 

Attorney for licensee: Jack R. 
Newman, Esq., Newman & Holtzinger, 
P.C., 1615 L Street, NW, Washington, DC 
20036 

NRC Project Director: Christopher I. 
Grimes 


Illinois Power Company and Soyland 
Power Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50- 
461, Clinton Power Station, Unit No. 1, 
DeWitt County, Illinois 


Date of amendment request: April 27, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications to 
incorporate new pressure/temperature 
limits as requested by NRC Generic 
Letter 88-11 and in accordance with the 
information provided in NRC Regulatory 
Guide 1.99 Revision 2. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of no significant - 
hazards considerations using the 
Commission's standards. 

(1) The proposed changes have been 
developed consistent with Regulatory Guide 
1.99, Revision 2 and result in higher Adjusted 
Reference Temperatures (ARTs). As a result, 
the proposed changes result in more 
conservative pressure/ temperature limits. 
Additionally, the proposed changes do not 
result in a change to plant operation. 
Therefore, these proposed changes do not 
result in a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of any accident 
previously evaluated. 

(2) These proposed changes do not result in 
any change to the plant or its operation. As a 
result, no new failure modes are introduced. 
Therefore, the proposed changes cannot 
create the possibility of a new or different 
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kind of accident from any accident previously, 


evaluated. 

(3) The proposed changes have been 
developed consistent with Regulatory Guide 
1.99, Revision 2, and result in higher ARTs. 
As a result, the proposed changes result in 
more conservative oe temperature 
limits, Therefore, these proposed changes do 
not result in a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff, therefore, 
proposes to determine that the licensee's 
request does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Vespasian Warner Public 
Library, 120 West Johnson Street, 
Clinton, Illinois 61727 

Attorney for licensee: Sheldon Zabel, 
Esq., Schiff, Hardin and Waite, 7200 
Sears Tower, 233 Wacker Drive, 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

NRC Project Director: John N. Hannon 


Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-309, Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Station, Lincoln County, 
Maine 


Date of amendment request: July 5, 
1990, as supplemented on July 30, 1990. 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would modify 
the Technical Specifications (TS) 
associated with the facility qualification 
requirements for the Operations 
Department Manager. The proposed 
change would modify the TS such that 
the Manager, Operations must: {1) hold 
a Senior Operator's license, termed 
Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) license 
at Maine Yankee, or (2) have at one time 
held an SRO license at Maine Yankee. 

The proposed change would also 
update the TS to reflect the licensee's 
current practice that the Shift Operating 
Supervisor must hold an SRO license. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92{c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
considerations if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
an accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety 

The ee addressed the above 
three standards in the amendment 
application. In regard to the three 


standards, the licensee provided the 
following analysis. 

(1) — of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

Implementation of the proposed 
amendment would not increase the 
probability of occurrence of an accident 
previously evaluated in the Final Safety 
Analysis Report (FSAR) because the accident 
conditions and assumptions are not affected 
by the proposed Technical Specification 
changes. The proposed changes do not 
involve a test, experiment, or a modification 
to a system. The proposed changes are 
administrative in nature and do not increase 
the probability of occurrence of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

Implementation of the proposed 
amendment would not increase the 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated in the FSAR because the accident 
conditions and assumptions are not affected 
by the proposed Technical Specification 
changes. License operators will continue to 
operate the plant under the supervision of the 
Shift Operating Supervisor and/or the Plant 
Shift Superintendent who are required to hold 
current SRO licenses. The proposed changes 
do not involve a test, experiment or a 
modification to a system. The proposed 
changes are administrative in nature and do 
not increase the consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

(2) Use of the modified specification would 
not create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

Use of the modified specification would not 
create the possibility for an accident of a 
different type than any evaluated previously 
in the FSAR because the accident conditions 
and assumptions are not affected by the 
proposed Technical Specification changes. 
The proposed changes do not involve a test 
or experiment, or a modification to a system 
and do not affect any plant equipment or 
operational procedures which could create 
the possibility of a different accident. 
Licensed operators will continue to operate 
the plant under the supervision of the Plant 
Shift Superintendent/Shift Operating 
Supervisor who are required to hold current 
SRO licenses. The proposed changes are 
administrative in nature and involve no 
accident scenario. On matters related to 
nuclear safety, all accidents are bounded by 
previous analyses and no new accidents are 
involved. 

Use of the modified specification would not 
create the possibility for a malfunction of a 
different type than any evaluated previously 
in the FSAR because no station equipment is 
being modified by the proposed Technical 
Specification changes. The proposed changes 
do not involve a test or experiment, or a 
modification to a system which could create 
a different malfunction scenario. 

(3) Use of the modified specification would 
not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Use of the modified specification would not 
reduce the margin of safety as defined in the 
basis of any Technical Specification because 


nor any equipment or system important to 
safety. The proposed changes are 
administrative in nature and will not reduce 
the margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination analysis, Based upon this 
review, the staff agrees with the 
licensee’s no significant hazards 
consideration determination analysis. 
Based upon the above discussion, the 
staff proposes to determine that the 
proposed change does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Wiscasset Public Library, High 
Street, P.O. Box 367, Wiscasset, Maine 
04578 

Attorney for lemme John A. Ritsher, 
Esquire, Ropes and Gray, 255 Franklin 
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02110 

NRC Acting Project Director: Victor 
Nerses 


Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-309, Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Station, Lincoln County, 
Maine 


Date of amendment request: July 10, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would modify 
Technical Specification 3.9, “Operations 
Safety Instrumentation, Control 
Systems, and Accident Monitoring 
Systems” by changing the bypass 
conditions for reactor system pressure 
from less than 1685 psig to less than 
1760 psig. The proposed modification of 
this specification is the result of recent 
analysis of safety system setpoint 
uncertainties which have effectively 
reduced the window between the 
Engineered Safeguards Features (ESF) 
bypass setpoint and the Safety Injection 
Actuation Signal (SIAS) setpoint from 
the original 100 psid to 27 psid. An 
increase in the ESF bypass pressure 
specification value is needed to restore 
the 100 psid differential and thus reduce 
the potential for an inadvertent safety 
injection event. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
considerations if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
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new or different kind of accident from 
an accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a’ 
margin of safety. 

The licensee addressed the above 
three standards in the amendment 
application. In regard to the three 
standards, the licensee provided the 
following analysis. 

(1) Operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The ESF bypass setpoint has not been used 
in FSAR Chapter 14 safety analyses and thus 
will not affect the current safety analyses. 
Assuring that an adequate operational RCS 
pressure window exists to allow bypassing 
the ESFs is important to reduce the 
probability of an inadvertent safety injection 
event during a normal plant cooldown. 

(2) Use of the modified specification would 
not create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

Increasing the bypass setpoint does not 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident since the proposal involves 
neither a hardware modification nor the 
creation of a unique operating condition. 

(3) Use of the modified specification would 
not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Increasing the ESF bypass setpoint does 
not change the results of any of the FSAR 
Chapter 14 events. Increasing the ESF bypass 
setpoint does slightly expand the operating 
space within which the ESFs will be 
bypassed. However, the revised bypass 
setpoint will remain below the allowable 
pressure for power operation. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination analysis. Based upon this 
review, the staff agrees with the 
licensee's no significant hazards 
consideration. Based upon the above 
discussion, the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed change 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Wiscasset Public Library, High 
Street, P.O. Box 367, Wiscasset, Maine 
04578 

Attorney for licensee: John A. Ritsher, 
Esquire, Ropes and Gray, 255 Franklin 
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02110 

NRC Acting Project Director: Victor 
Nerses 


Nebraska Public Power District, Docket 
‘No. 50-288, Cooper Nuclear Station, 
Nemaha County, Nebraska 


Date of amendment request: January 
26, 1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed change to the Technical 
Specifications wouid increase the 
setpoint tolerance of the safety valves 


and the safety relief valves from plus or 
minus 1% to plus or minus 3%. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: In 
accordance with the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.92, the licensee has submitted 
the following no significant hazards 
determination: 

1. Does the proposed license amendment 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated? 

Evaluation: 

The proposed change will not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, because the transient and accident 
consequences are within the required 
acceptance criteria. The valve nominal 
setpoints are not being changed. The valve 
setpoints will be returned to within 1% of 
their nominal setting before being returned to 
service so valve performance is not affected. 
The recommended surveillance requirements 
and testing ensure that expected valve 
performance will remain as before. 

2. Does the proposed license amendment 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

Evaluation: 

The proposed change will not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any previously evaluated, 
because the proposed change does not 
introduce a hardware change, and the 
performance of the SVs and SRVs is not 
affected. The valve setpoints will be returned 
to within 271% of their nominal setting before 
being returned to service so valve 
performance is not affected. The valves will 
continue to fulfill their design objective, 
which is to prevent overpressurization of the 
nuclear system. 

3. Does the proposed license amendment 
involve a significant reduction in the margin 
of safety? 

Evaluation: 

The proposed change will not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety 
because the transient and accident 
consequences will remain within the required 
acceptance criteria. The valve nominal 
setpoints are not being changed and valve 


- performance is not affected. The surveillance 


requirements and testing ensure that 
expected valve performance will remain as 
before. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee's no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee’s analysis. The staff has, 
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therefore, made a proposed . 
determination that the licensee’s request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 


Local Public Document Room 
location: Auburn Public Library, 118 
15th Street, Auburn, Nebraska 68305 


Attorney for licensee: Mr. G.D. 
Watson, Nebraska Public Power 
District, Post Office Box 499, Columbus, 
Nebraska 68602-0499 


NRC Project Director: Richard F. 
Dudley, Acting 


Nebraska Public Power District, Docket 
No. 50-298, Cooper Nuclear Station, 
Nemaha County, Nebraska 


Date of amendment request: July 2, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: In 
response to the NRC staff's request in 
Generic Letter 88-16, the licensee has 
proposed to remove cycle-specific 
reactor physics parameters from the 
Cooper Nuclear Station Technical 
Specifications and incorporate them into 
a new document called the Core 
Operating Limits Report. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: In 
accordance with the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.92, the licensee has submitted 
the following no significant hazards 
determination: 

. Does the proposed license amendment 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated? 


Evaluation: ; 

The proposed amendment will remove 
cycle specific parameter limits from the 
Technical Specifications and will reference 
their inclusion in a new controlled document 
called the Corg Operating Limits Report 
(COLR). The removal of these cycle-specific 
limits from the Technical Specifications has 
no impact or influence on the occurrence of 
an accident previously evaluated. The plant 
will continue to operate within the limits 
specified in the COLR and will take the same 
actions if the limits are exceeded as required 
by current plant Technical Specifications. 
The surveillance requirements for these limits 
remain unchanged. Technical Specification 
will require that the limits be determined 
using NRC approved methods and be 
reported through submittal of the COLR to 
the NRC. The transients and accidents 
analyzed in the Cooper Nuclear Station 
updated Safety Analysis Report will remain 
bounded. This proposed License Amendment 
was developed using the NRC guidance 
contained in Generic Letter 88-16. The 
proposed amendment does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

2. Does the proposed license amendment 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 
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Evaluation: 

The proposed amendment will not alter 
any plant operation, canteens’ equipment 
or safety functions. Although the proposed 
amendment will remove some limits from 
Technical Specifications, these limits will be 
required to be calculated using NRC 
reviewed and approved methods. Technical 
Specifications will continue to require 
operation within the required core operating 
limits and that appropriate actions be taken if 
the limits are exceeded. The proposed 
amendment does not create any new accident 
mode. The proposed amendment does not 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

3. Does the proposed amendment involve a 
significant reduction in the margin of safety? 

Evaluation: 

The proposed amendment will still require 
operation within the limits derived from NRC 
approved methods and that appropriate 
actions are taken if the limits are exceeded. 
The proposed amendment does not alter any 
of the Safety Limits or Limiting Safety System 
Settings as specified in the plant Technical 
Specifications nor change any plant 
functions. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant reduction in the margin 
of safety. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee's no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff has, 
therefore, made a proposed 
determination that the licensee's request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Auburn Public Library, 118 
15th Street, Auburn, Nebraska 68305 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. G.D. 
Watson, Nebraska Public Power 
District, Post Office Box 499, Columbus, 
Nebraska 68602-0499 

NRC Acting Project Director: 
Theodore R. Quay 


Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation, 
Docket No. 50-410, Nine Mile Point 
Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2, Scriba, New 
York . 


Date of amendment request: 
November 9, 1989, as superseded April 
10, 1990 

Description of amendment request: . 
The licensee submitted an application 
dated November 9, 1989, as superseded 
April 10, 1990, to modify the Technical 
Specifications which contain cycle- 


specific parameter limits for Nine Mile 
Point Unit 2 (NMP-2). License 
Amendment No. 18 was issued on June 
19, 1990, in response to this application. 
License Amendment No. 16 addressed ~ 
all the changes proposed by the licensee 
in their submittal of April 10, 1990, with 
the exception of Technical Specification 
(TS) Sections 5.3.1 and 5.3.2, Design 
Features - Reactor Core. it was 
determined that Sections 5.3.1 and 5.3.2 
would be the subject of a separate 
amendment. Proposed changes to 
Section 5.3 are the subject of this notice 
of proposed finding of no significant 
hazard determination. By the proposed 
changes Sections 5.3.1 and 5.3.2 would 
be modified to delete details of fuel and 
control rod design which may change 
with the loading of new approved 
designs or different enrichments. The 
description of the fuel assemblies and 
control rod assemblies would then be a 
more generic discription: 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: {1) Involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) Create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated because 
the replacement of the fuel-type-specific 
description of the fuel assemblies and 
control rod assemblies by a more 
generic description does not change the 
original safety analysis. The core 
operating limits will still be based on the 
NRC-approved methodology of GESTAR 
Il. 

The proposed amendment does not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated because it 
involves no changes to system design 
basis or system function and does not 
introduce any new variables beyond 
those previously considered. 

The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety because it does not 
involve any change in the safety 
analysis or in plant procedures. The core 
operating limits which are affected by 
the fuel and control rod assemblies will 


still be based on GESTAR Il, which have 
been previously approved by the NRC. 
The removal of specific design 
information does not result in a 
reduction in the margin of safety since 
NRC-approved methodologies are still 
applied to reactor core design. Based on 
the above discussion, the staff proposes 
to determine that the proposed change 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Reference and Documents 
Department, Penfield Library, State 
University of New York, Oswego, New 
York 13126. 

Attorney for licensee: Mark J. 
Wetterhahn, Esq., Bishop, Cook, Purcell 
& Reynolds, 1400 L Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20005-3502. 

NRC Project Director: Robert A. 
Capra 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-336, Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit No. 2, New London 
County, Connecticut 


Date of amendment request: July 13, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would change 
the Technical Specifications related to 
the Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation Systems. Specifically, the 
proposed change adds an asterisk to the 
Modes 5 and 6 section under the 
Limiting Condition For Operation {LCO) 
for Specification 3.7.6.1 that would 
consider an emergency ventilation 
system OPERABLE provided {1) its 
corresponding normal or emergency 
power source is OPERABLE and {2) all 
of its redundant system{s), subsystem(s), 
train{s), component(s) and device({s) are 
OPERABLE or likewise satisfy the 
requirements of the specification. Unless 
both conditions (1) and {2) are satisfied 
within 2 hours, then LCO 3.7.6.1.a or 
3.7.6.1.b would be invoked as applicable. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The licensee has reviewed the proposed 
change in accordance with 10 CFR 50.92 
and has concluded and the staff agrees 
that it does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration in that the change 
would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. There are no design 
basis accidents that are impacted by this 
proposed change to the Technical 
Specifications. This does not affect or have 
any potential impact upon any of the design 
basis types of accidents previously analyzed. 
Failure modes associated with this proposed 
change would not result in an initiating event 
that would result in a design basis accident 
and will not change or adversely impact the 





probability of a failure of any safety systems. 
modifications to the Technical 


impact the performance of any safety 
systems. Providing for one (1) emergency 
diesel generator inoperable during Modes 5 
and 6 without entering an action statement 
under Technical Specification 3.7.6.1 is 


Systems] in Modes 1, 2, 3 and 4, and with 
existing Technical Specification 3.8.1.2 
[(Emergency Diesel Generator AC Systems)} 
in Modes 5 and 6. This change would simply 
resolve inconsistencies between Technical 
Specifications. 

2. Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously analyzed. This proposed 
Technical Specification change does not 
modify the existing plant response such that 
it can be considered a new accident. There 
are no new credible failure modes associated 
with this change. The results and effects of 
the change are consistent with those 
accidents already analyzed for. This change 
clarifies and ensures consistency between 
existing Technical Specification 
requirements. No physical modifications to 
equipment or equipment operation would be 
made. All other surveillance requirements 
and bases have remained unchanged. 

3. Involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety. All design bases associated 
with this proposed Technical Specification 
change have remained unchanged. The 
design basis for the [Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation Systems] is to 
maintain Control Room environment for 30 
days continuous occupancy without 
exceeding 5 Rem whole body dose per 10 
CFR 50, Appendix A-GDC 19. [Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation Systems] 
OPERABILITY in Modes 3, 4, 5, and 6 is to 
cope with a hypothetical release outside 
containment, particularly in the case of multi- 
unit sites where the [Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation Systems} must be 
OPERABLE at all times. Allowing for one 
emergency diesel generator inoperable 
without entering an action statement under 
Technical Specification 3.7.6.1 is consistent 
with the existing accommodation invoked 
under Technical specification 3.0.5 for 
{Control Room Emergency Ventilation 
Systems] in Modes 1, 2, 3 and 4, and with 
existing Technical Specification 3.8.1.2 in 
Modes 5 and 6. Any system failure which 
renders one [Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation Systems] inoperable (except 
emergency power source) will invoke the 
LCO under existing Technical Specification 
3.7.6.1. Therefore, no reduction in the margin 
of safety would be considered to occur as a 
result of the proposed change. 

Based on the above, the staff proposes 
to determine that the proposed change 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Learning Resources Center, 
Thames Valley State Technical College, 
574 New London Turnpike, Norwich, 
Connecticut 06360. 


Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield, 
Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard, City 
Place, Hartford, Connecticut 06103-3499. 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-423, Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit No.3, New London 
County, Connecticut ~ 


Date of amendment request: July 10, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would modify 
Millstone Unit 3 Technical Specification 
(TS) Table 3.3-9, “Remote Shutdown 
Instrumentation”, to correct an editorial 
error and TS Table 4.3-6, “Remote 
Shutdown Monitoring Instrumentation 
Surveillance Requirements,” to provide 
a note of clarification concerning the 
source range count rate. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
An editorial error has been identified in 
TS Table 3.3-9 which resulted in the 
column headings for “Readout 
Location”, ‘Total No. of Channels” and 
‘Minimum Channels Operable” being 
misaligned. The proposed change to TS 
Table 3.3-9 would result in the column 
headings being correctly aligned. While 
the licensee has identified only two 
columns being effected, all three 
columns would be changed. 

The proposed change to TS Table 4.3- 
6 would add a clarifying note to the 
surveillance requirements for source 
range count rate channel check. At the 
present time TS Table 4.3-6 specifies a 
monthly interval for the source range 
count rate channel check. Since power 
to the source range detectors is removed 
in the intermediate neutron range 
(above the P-6 interlock) the source 
range detectors are effectively 
inoperable during power operation. 
Accordingly, a channel check of the 
source range count rate is meaningless 
during power operation. The licensee 
has proposed that the following footnote 
be added to the source range count rate 
channel check: When below P-6 
(intermediate range neutron flux 
interlock setpoint) 

The proposed footnote would have the 
effect of eliminating the requirement to 
perform a channel check on the source 
range count rate when the reactor is 
operating at power levels above the P-6 
interlock. 

Title 10 CFR 50.92, “Issuance of 
Amendment,” contains standards for 
addressing the existence of no 
significant hazards consideration with 
regard to issuance of license 
amendments. In this regard, the licensee 
has stated that the proposed changes to 
the TS associated with the July 10, 1990 
application involve no significant 
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hazards consideration in that the 
changes would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously analyzed. 

The proposed changes to Table 3.3-9 would 
correctly realign the column headings to 
reflect “Total No. of Channels” and 
“Minimum Channels Operable.‘ There are no 
other changes to Table 3.3-9, nor are there 
any changes in the way the plant is operated. 
The proposed change is being made to 
correct an administrative oversight that 
occurred during preparation of the initial 
Millstone Unit No. 3 Technical Specifications. 

The proposed change to Table 4.3-6 will 
more accurately reflect the surveillance 
requirements associated with the source 
range count rate instrument. Since the 
instrument is only operable below the P-6 
interlock setpoint, it is inappropriate to 
perform a surveillance on it during power 
operation. These proposed changes will have 
no negative impact on the probability of 
occurrence of any design basis accident. 
There are no safety systems associated with 
these proposed changes, nor are any failure 
modes affected by these changes. 

2. Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously analyzed. The proposed changes 
to Tables 3.3-9 and 4.3-6.are considered an 
improvement to the Millstone Unit No. 3 
Technical Specifications. 

The changes to Table 3.3-9 will correctly 
realign the column headings for “Total No. of 
Channels” and “Minimum Channels 
Operable.‘ There are no other changes being 
made to this table. 

The changes to Table 4.3-6 will more 
accurately reflect the surveillance 
requirements for the source range count rate 
nuclear instrument. Since this instrument is 
only operable when below the P-6 interlock 
setpoint (zero power), it is inappropriate to 
perform a surveillance on it during power 
operation. 

Since there are no changes in the way. the 
plant is operated, the potential for an 
unanalyzed accident is not created. No new 
failure modes are introduced. 

3. Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. Since the proposed changes 
to Tables 3.3-9 and 4.3-6 do not affect the 
consequences of any accident previously 
analyzed, there is no reduction in the margin 
of safety. 

The NRC staff has reviewed, and 
concurs in, the licensee’s determinations 
regarding no significant hazards 
consideration associated with the July 
10, 1990 application. Accordingly, the 
NRC staff has made a proposed , 
determination that the proposed 
changes to the TS involve no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Learning Resources Center, 
Thames Valley State Technical College, 
574 New London Turnpike, Norwich, 
Connecticut 06360. 
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Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield, 
Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard, City 
Place, Hartford, Connecticut 06103-3499. 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-423, Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit No. 3, New London 
County, Connecticut 


Date of amendment request: July 17, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would change 
the Millstone Unit 3 Technical 
Specifications (TSs) based on the 
recommendations provided by the staff 
in Generic Letter (GL) 87-09 related to 
the applicability of limiting conditions 
for operations (LCO} and the 
surveillance requirements of the TS 3.0 
and 4.0. Specifically, the licensee has 
requested the following revisions to TS 
3.0.4, 4.0.3 and 4.0.4 as follows: 

Specification 3.0.4 would be revised to 
define when its provisions apply; i.e., 
when the affected action statements 
permit continued operation for an 
unlimited period of time, instead of 
defining when the provisions of 
Specification 3.0.4 do not apply. 

Specification 4.0.3 would be revised to 
incorporate a 24-hour delay in 
implementing Action Requirements due 
to a missed surveillance when the 
Action Requirements provide a 
restoration time that is less than 24 
hours. 

Specification 4.0.4 would be revised to 
clarify that “This provision shall not 
prevent passage through or to 
OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS as 
required to comply with Action 
Requirements.’ 

In addition to the above, a substantial 
number of Limiting Conditions for 
Operation would be changed, consistent 
with the proposed changes to TS 3.0.4. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
Title 10 CFR 50.92, “Issuance of 
Amendment,” contains standards for 
addressing the existence of no 
significant hazards consideration with 
regard to issuance of license 
amendments. In this regard, the licensee 
has stated that the proposed changes to 
the TS associated with the July 17, 1990 
application involve no significant 
hazards consideration in that the 
changes would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously analyzed. 

To determine any potential impact, the 
proposed changes can be grouped into two 
general categories. These are: 

a. Changes to Technical Specification 3.0.4 
and to the ACTION statements associated 
with a number of LCOs to allow entry into an 
operational mode or other specified condition 


while subject to the requirements of an 
ACTION statement provided that 
conformance to the ACTION statement 
permits continued operation for an unlimited 
period of time. 

b. Changes to Technical Specifications 4.0.3 


‘and 4.0.4 to allow 24 hours to complete a 


missed surveillance prior to implementation 
of the associated ACTION requirements 
when the allowable outage time limits of the 
ACTION requirements are less than 24 hours, 
and to clarify that the requirement to 
complete surveillances prior to entry into a 
mode in which those surveillances are 
required to be performed shall not prevent or 
delay passage into lower modes of operation 
as required to comply with ACTION 
requirements. 

Each of these groups of changes is 
discussed in more detail below. 

The current Technical Specification 3.0.4 
prohibits changing modes unless all.of the 
LCOs applicable to that higher mode of 
operation are met. Certain Technical 
Specifications, however, contain an 
exception to Technical Specification 3.0.4 (for 
example, see Technical Specification 3.3.3.1, 
Radiation Monitoring) that allows start-up 
with equipment or parameters that are not in 
compliance with the LCO. This exception is 
that some equipment covered by the 
Technical Specifications is not necessary to 
adequately mitigate the design basis 
accidents. In these cases, not having the 
equipment operable will obviously have no 
impact on the design basis, so it should not 
restrict start-up. 

The proposed revision to Technical 
Specification 3.0.4 would specifically allow 
entry into an operational mode while subject 
to ACTION requirements provided that those 
ACTION requirements allow indefinite 
continued operation. Thus, the exception to 
specification 3.0.4 discussed above that is 
contained in numerous current Technical 
Specifications (previously identified) is no 
longer appropriate. Therefore, proposed 
changes that delete references to Technical 
Specification 3.0.4 are acceptable as they do 
not change the intent of the Technical 
Specifications. 

Some current Technical Specifications 
(Sections 3.3.3.5, 3.4.4, 3.4.9.3, and 3.6.4.1) 
contain an exception to Technical 
Specification 3.0.4 even though the ACTION 
statement requires a shutdown in a fixed 
period of time. For example, Technical 
Specification 3.6.4.1, Hydrogen Monitors, 
require a shutdown within 72 hours if both 
hydrogen monitors are inoperable. However, 
Technical Specification 3.6.4.1 currently 
contains an exception to specification 3.0.4, 
and thus start-up is currently permitted while 
subject to ACTION requirements. In these 
cases, specific wording is proposed to allow 
start-up even though the ACTION 
requirement does not permit indefinite 
continued operation. In these cases, the 
intent of the current Technical Specification 
is maintained, and the proposed changes 
have no impact. 


The last impact’of the changes to Technical: 


Specification 3.0.4 would be on individual 
Technical Specifications with ACTION 
requirements which do not require shutdown, 
but which do not currently contain an 
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exception to Technical Specification 3.0.4. For 
example, under the revised 3.0.4, Technical 
Specification 3.1.3.1 would allow start-up 
with one rod trippable but inoperable for 
causes other than those identified in ACTION 
(a) or misaligned from its group step demand 
counter by more than 12 steps. The ACTION 
statement requires that the required 
shutdown margin, insertion limits, etc., be 
met, and power reduced to specified limits. 
However, shutdown is not required. Provided 
that the reevaluation of the affected accident 
analysis shows acceptable results for the 
duration of operation under that condition, 
indefinite continued Mode 1 operation is 
permitted. Therefore, start-up under this 
condition would be permitted under the 
revised specification 3.0.4. Start-up would not 
be permitted if any other ACTION 
requirement of this specification were 
applicable. In fact, one of the main reasons 
for the proposed revisions is to allow mode 
changes when subject to ACTION 
requirements that do not impact continued 
operation. In these cases, the ACTION 
requirements provide an equivalent level of 
safety without requiring a shutdown, and 
allowing start-up in this situation will have 
no adverse impact on the consequences of 
any accident. 

The proposed change to Technical 
Specification 4.0.3 would allow a delay of up 
to 24 hours in implementing ACTION 
requirements in the event a required 
surveillance was not performed and the 
allowable outage time limits of the ACTION 
statement are less than 24 hours. The delay 
would apply only in the event of a missed _ . 
surveillance and would not apply to a failed 
surveillance. 

The purpose of the delay in implementing 
the ACTION requirements is to allow a 
sufficient time to complete the required 
surveillance, recognizing that a missed 
surveillance is much less significant than a 
failed one. The vast majority of surveillances 
performed meet their acceptance criteria and 
relatively few surveillances show equipment 
to be inoperable. Thus, it is highly likely that 
a missed surveillance, had it been completed, 
would have simply confirmed that the 
component was operable. Assuming that 
equipment is inoperable merely because a 
surveillance has not been performed is overly 
conservative. Without the proposed 24-hour 
delay a missed surveillance would require 
that the applicable ACTION requirements be 
immediately upplied and that a shutdown be 
initiated. Requiring a change in plant 
conditions, even a controlled plant shutdown, 
has the potential for resulting in a challenge 
to the same equipment that the surveillance 
was not performed on and that was assumed 
to be inoperable. Given that the majority of 
surveillances performed do not identify 
equipment problems, and given the potential 
for causing challenges to other equipment by 
a forced shutdown, it is concluded that the 
proposed 24-hour delay for implementing 
ACTION requirements would have no impact 
on equipment operability and thus have no 
impact on the consequences of any accident. 

The proposed change to Technical 
Specification 4.0.4 is essentially a 
clarification of the existing Technical 
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Swabeemdeadssetenieed 
surveillance. The proposed changes do not 
impact the integrity of any component or the 
reactor coolant pressure boundary, nor do 
pe bes ad ene er age ap a 
testing is performed. Therefore, the changes 
cannot impact the probability of any design 
basis accident. 

2. Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 


proposed changes to either 

Section 3.0 or Section 4.0 of the Technical 
Specifications will have any impact on plant 

response. The proposed changes also involve 
cabelas Seentamhinndet ie tetilior 
normal or emergency operating procedures. 
Thus, no new failure modes will be 
introduced. In addition, all of the equipment 
affected by the change to 

Technical Specification 3.4.4 is either not 
required for mitigation of a design basis 
accident or the applicable Technical 
Specification ACTION statement provides an 
equivalent level of safety. Thus, plant 
response will be unaffected. 

In summary, NNECO concludes that the 
proposed changes will not create the 
possibility of any new er different kind of 
accident from those previously analyzed. 

3. Involve a significant reduction in any 
margin of safety. 

As discussed above, none of the proposed 
changes to either Section 3.0 or Section 4.0 of 
the Technical Specifications will impact plant 
equipment, plant response, or any parameter 
related to the integrity of the reactor coolant 


The NRC staff has reviewed, and 
concurs in, the licensee’s determinations 
regarding no significant hazards 
consideration associated with the july 
17, 1990 application. Accordingly, the 
NRC staff has made a proposed 
determination that the proposed 
changes to the TS involve no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: ing Resources Center, 
Thames Valley State Technical College, 
574 New London Turnpike, Norwich, 
Connecticut 06360. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield, 
Esquire, Day, Berry & Howard, City 
Place, Hartford, Connecticut 06103-3499. 
NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 


Date of amendment request: fuly 2, 
$90 


Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would change 
the Technical Specifications (TS) in 
support of the ensuing cycle 6 reload. 
Specifically the following TSs and Bases 
will be changed: 3/4.2.1 Average Planar 
Linear Heat Generation Rate; 3/4.2.3 
Minimum Critical Power Ratio; 3/4.2.4 
Linear Heat Generation Rate; 3/4.4.1 
Recirculation System; B 2.1 bases for 
Safety Limits; B 3/4.2.1 bases for 
Average Planar Linear Heat Generation 
Rate; B 3/4.2.3 bases for Minimum 
Critical Power Ratio; B 3/4.4.1 bases for 
Recirculation System; 5.3.1 Fuel 
Assemblies; and 5.3.2 Control Rod 
Assemblies. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92{c}. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: 1} involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; 2} create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or 3) 
involve a t in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusion provided by the 
licensee in its July 2, 1990 anne. 

The following three questions 
sehdiaguaalitaceahg al exheatentd tecksten 
Specification changes: 

1. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 

2. Does the proposed change create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

3. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

Specification 3/4.2.1, Average Planer 
Linear Heat Generation Rate 

The changes to this specification are solely 
to Figure 3.2.1-1, which provides 
MAPLHGR limits ta bound the exposure that 
the ANF 8X8 fuel will experience during 
Cycle 6 operation. 

1. No. The increased allowed exposure is 
based on an additional MAPLHGR 
evaluation performed —_ ANF [...}. This 
evaluation is consistent with previously 
approved methods, and ensures that the peak 
cladding temperature for the ANF 8x8 fuel 
remains below 2200’ F, local Zr-HO reaction 
remains below 17%, and core-wide hydrogen 
production remains below 1% for the limiting 
LOCA event as required by 10 CFR 50.46. 
Therefore, the additional MAPLHGR limits 
do not involve e significant increase in the 


probabitity or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

2. No. The analysis described above can 
only be evaluated for its effect on the 
consequences of analyzed events; it cannot 
create new ones. consequences of 
analyzed events were evaluated in 1. above. 

3. No. As discussed im 1. above, the 
analysis to support the MAPLHGR limits at 
higher exposures is consistent with 
previously approved methods and meets all? 
pertinent regulatory criteria for use in this 
application. Therefore, the proposed change 
will not result in a significant decrease in any 
margin of safety. 

Specification 3/4.2.3, Minimum 
Critical Power Ratio 

The changes to this specification provide 
new operating limit MCPR curves based on 
cycle-specific transient analyses. 

1. No. Limiting core-wide transients were 
evaluated with ANF’s COTRANSA code [..] 
and this output was utilized by the XCOBRA- 
T methodology [...] to determine delta CPRs. 
Both COTRANSA and XCOBRA-T have been 
approved by the NRC in previous license 
amendments. All core-wide transients were 
analyzed deterministically {i.e., using 
bounding values as input parameters). 

Two local events, Rod Withdrawal Error 
and Fuel Loading Ezror, were analyzed in 
accordance with the methods described in 
XN-NE-80-19 (A) Vol. 1 [...]. This methodology 
has been approved by the NRC. 

Based on the ebove, the methodology used 
to develop the new operating limit MCPRs for 
the Technical Specifications does not involve 
@ significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

2. No. The methodology described can only 
be evaluated for ite effect on the 
consequences of analyzed events; it cannot 
create new ones. The consequences of 
analyzed events were evaluated in 1. above. 

3. No. As stated in 1. above [...], the 
methodology used to evaluate core-wide and 
local transients is consistent with previously 
approved methods and meets all pertinent 
regulatory criteria for use in this application. 

Based on the above, the use of the 
methodology utilized to produce the U1C6 
MCPR operating limits will not result in a 
significant decrease in any margin of safety. 

Specification 3/4.2.4, Linear Heat 
Generaticn Rate 

Proposed changes to this specification 
provide appropriate limits at extended 
burnups for ANF 8x8 fuel. 

1. No. ANF-90-018(P)}, Revision 1 [...} 
supports the new maximum 8x6 discharge 
exposure. This report demonstrates that 
margin to 8x8 fuel mechanical design limits is 
assured for all anticipated operational 
occurrences throughout the life of the fue} 
provided that the fuel rod power history 
remains within the power histories assumed 
in the analyses. 

Based on the above, the U1C6 LHGR 
operating limits do not involve a significant 
increase in the probability or consequences 


limits which ensure compliance with ail 
relevant fue} mechanical design criteria. 
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Application of these limits will not create the 
possibility of a new or different event. 

’ . §. No. As described in 1. above, ANF-90- 

018(P) Revision 1 demonstrates appropriate 

safety margin to fuel mechanical design: limits 

for all anticipated operational occurrences 

throughout the life of the fuel. 

Specification 3/4.4.1, Recirculation 
System (Two Loop Operation) 

The changes to this specification (i.e., 
Figure 3.4.1.1.1-1) reflect cycle-specific 
stability analysis. 

1..No. COTRAN core stability calculations 
were performed for Unit 1 Cycle 6 to 
determine the decay ratios at predetermined 
power/flow conditions. The resulting decay 
ratios [...] were used to define operating 
regions which comply with the interim 
requirements of NRC Bulletin No. 88-07, 
Supplement 1 “Power Oscillations in Boiling 
Water Reactors,” [...]. As in the previous 
cycle, Regions B and C of the NRC Bulletin 
have been combined into a single region (i.e., 
Region II), and Region A of the NRC bulletin 
corresponds to Region I. 

Region I has been defined such that the 
decay ratio for all allowable power/flow 
conditions outside of the region is less than 
0.90. To mitigate or prevent the consequences 
of instability, entry into this region requires a 
manual reactor scram. Region I for Unit 1 
Cycle 6 has been calculated to be slightly 
larger than Region I for the previous cycle. 

Region II has been defined such that the 
decay ratio for all allowable power/flow 
conditions outside of the region (excluding 
Region I) is less than 0.75. For Unit 1 Cycle 6, 
Region II must be immediately exited if it is 
inadvertently entered. Similar to Region I, 
Region II is slightly larger than in the 
previous cycle. 

In addition to the region definitions, PP&L 
has performed stability tests in SSES Unit 2 
during initial startup of Cycles 2 and 3 to 
demonstrate stable reactor operation with 
ANF 9x9 fuel. The test results for U2C2 [...] 
show very low decay ratios with a core 
containing 324 ANF 9x9 fuel assemblies. 

Figure 3/4.1.1.1-1 is also referenced by 
Specification 3/4.4.1.1.2, which governs Single 
Loop Operation (SLO). The evaluation above 
applies under SLO conditions as well. 

Based on the above, operation within the 
limits specified by the proposed changes will 
ensure that the probability and consequences 
of unstable operation will not significantly 
increase. 

2. No. The methodology described above 
can only be evaluated for its effect on the 
consequences of unstable operation; it cannot 
create new events. The consequences were 
evaluated in 1. above. 

3. No. PP&L believes that the use of 
Technical Specifications that comply with 
NRC Bulletin 88-07 Supplement 1, and the 
tests and analyses described above, will 
provide assurance that SSES Unit 1 Cycle 6 
will comply with General Design Criteria 12, 
Suppression of Reactor Power Oscillations. 

' This approach is consistent with the SSES 
Unit 1 Cycle 5 method for addressing core 
stability [...]. 

Specification 3/4.4.1, Recirculation 
System (Single Loop Operation) 

The changes to this specification include a 
revised MCPR limit and correction of a 
typographical error. 


1. No. The revised MCPR limit reflects the 
result of ANF’s analysis of a recirculation 
pump seizure accident on a generic basis for 
the Susquehanna units [...]. Past analyses of 
this accident utilized ANF’s transient 
methodology to establish a delta CPR which 
would preclude fuel failures due to 
overheating or clad strain. The generic 
analysis performed for U1C6 and future SSES 
cycles used Safety Limit MCPR methodology 
to determine the extent of rods which might 
experience boiling transition should MCPR 
reach 0.90. This accident methodology results 
in increased consequences (less than 2% of 
the fuel rods were calculated to experience 
boiling transition at the 95% confidence level, 
and significantly fewer rods would be 
expected to fail, as opposed to none using the 
transient methods). This result, however, is 
not a significant increase in consequences 
when compared to LOCA results. 
Furthermore, it meets the regulatory 
acceptance criteria for radiological 
consequences since they are but a small 
fraction of 10 CFR 100 guidelines, even with 
the conservative assumption that all rods 
which experience boiling transition fail. 

The typographical error is an inadvertent 
omission of the “W” in the APRM flow 
biased trip setpoint. This is an editorial 
correction to a previously approved 
amendment; no technical change is being 
proposed. 

Based on the above, the proposed changes 
do not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

2. No. The analysis which supports the SLO 
MCPR limit revision can only be evaluated 
for its effect on the consequences of analyzed 
events; it cannot create new ones. The - 
consequences of analyzed events were 
evaluated in 1. above. The typographical 
correction is purely administrative in nature. 

3. No. See 1. above. The analysis used to 
determine the revised SLO MCPR limit meets 
all pertinent regulatory requirements for use 
in this application, and concluded that the 
consequences were but a small fraction of 10 
CFR 100 guidelines. 

The typographical correction is purely 
administrative in nature. 

Based on the above, the proposed changes 
will not result in a significant decrease in any 
margin of safety. 

Specification 5.3.1, Fuel Assemblies 

The proposed changes to this section delete 
unnecessary references to the initial core 
loading. 

1. No. References to the initial core loading, 
which has been completely discharged, are 
unnecessary and proposed to be deleted. The 
ANF-5 9x9 fuel has similar thermal hydraulic 
and nuclear operating characteristics to the 
ANF-4 9x9 design which has been previously 
approved by the NRC [...] for coresidence 
with the ANF 8x8 fuel that will remain in the 
core. Therefore, the proposed changes do not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

2. No. As described above, the ANF 9x9 
fuel has been previously evaluated for 
coresidence with ANF 8x8 fuel in the core. 
No new events have been determined to 
result from this change. 
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3. No. Based on its similar operating 
characteristics, previously approved 
analyses, and the analyses and limits which 
are proposed in this application, the U1C6 
reload fuel will not result in a significant 
decrease in any margin of safety. 


Specification 5.3.2, Control Rod 
Assemblies 

The changes to this specification are 
provided in order to recognize the 
replacement blade design being introduced in 
U1C6. 

1. No. The main differences between the 
replacement Duralife 160C control blades and 
the original equipment control blades are: 

a. the Duralife 160C control blades utilize 
improved B,C tube material (i.e., high purity 
stainless steel vs. commercial purity stainless 
steel) to eliminate cracking during the lifetime 
of the control blade; 

b. the Duralife 160C control blades utilize 
three solid hafnium rods at each edge of the 
cruciform which replace the three B,C rods 
that are most susceptible to cracking to 
increase control blade life; 

c. the Duralife 160C control blades contain 
additional B,C tubes in place of the stiffeners, 
have an increased sheath thickness, utilize a 
full length weld to attach the handle and 
velocity limiter, and contain additional 
coolant holes at the top and bottom of the 
sheath which result in a crevice-free 
structure; 

d. the Duralife 160C control blades utilize 
low cobalt-bearing pin and roller materials in 
place of stellite which was previously 
utilized; 

e. the Duralife 160C control blades are 
longer by approximately 3.1 inches in order to 
facilitate fuel moves within the reactor vessel 
during refueling outages at Susquehanna SES; 
and 

f. the Duralife 160C control blades are 
approximately 16 pounds heavier as a result 
of the design changes described above. 

The Duralife control blade has been 
evaluated to assure it has adequate structural 
margin under loading due to handling, and 
normal, emergency, and faulted operating 
modes. The loads evaluated include those 
due to normal operating transients (scram 
and jogging), pressure differentials, thermai 
gradients, seismic deflection, irradiation 
growth, and any other lateral and vertical 
loads expected for each condition. The 
Duralife 160C control blade stresses, strains, 
and cumulative fatigue have been evaluated 
and result in an acceptable margin to safety. 
The control blade insertion capability has 
been evaluated and it has been determined to 
be capable of insertion into the core during 
all modes of plant operation within the limits 
of plant analyses. The Duralife 160C control 
blade coupling mechanism is equivalent to 
the original equipment coupling mechanism 
and is fully compatible with the existing 
control rod drives in the plant. In addition, 
material selected is compatible with the 
reactor environment. The impact of the 
increased weight of the control blades on the 
seismic and hydrodynamic load evaluation of 
the reactor vessel and internals has been 
reviewed and found to have a negligible 
effect on existing analyses. 





With the exception of the crevice-free 
structure and the extended handle, the 
Duralife 160C control blades are equivalent 
to the NRC approved Hybrid I Control Blade 
Assembly [...]. The mechanical aspects of the 
crevice-free structure were approved by the 
NRC for all contro! blade designs in [...]. A 
neutronics evaluation of the crevice-free 
structure for the Duralife 160C design was 
performed by GE using the same 
methodology as was used for the Hybrid I 
control blades in [...}. These calculations — 
were performed for the original equipment 
control blades and the Duralife 160C control 
blades described above assuming an array of 
ANF 9x9 fuel. The Duralife 160C control 


worth is within the criterion for nuclear 
interchangeability. The increase in blade 
worth has been taken into account in the 
appropriate U1C6 analyses. However, as 
stated in [...}, the current practice in the 
lattice physics methods is to model the 
original equipment all B.C control blades as 
non-depleted. The effects of control blade 
depletion on core neutronics during a cycle 
are small and are inherently taken into 
account by the generation of a target k- 
effective for each cycle. As discussed above, 
the neutronics calculations of the crevice-free 
structure show that the non-depleted Duralife 
160C contro! blade has direct nuclear 
interchangeability with the non-depleted 
original equipment all B,C designs. The 
Duralife 160C also has the same end-of-life 
reactivity worth reduction limit as the all B,° 
design. Therefore, the Duralife 160C can be 
used without changing the current lattice 
physics models as previously approved for 
the Hybrid I control blades [...}. 

The extended handle and the crevice-free 
structure features of the Duralife 160C control 
blades result in a one pound increase in the 
control blade weight over that of the Hybrid I 
blades, and a sixteen pound increase over the 
Susquehanna SES original equipment control 
blades. In f...}, the NRC approved the Hybrid I 
control blade which weighs less (by more 
than one pound} than the D lattice control 
blade. The basis of the Contro! Rod Drop 
Accident analysis continues to be 
conservative with respect fo control rod drop 
speed since the Duralife 160C control blade 
weighs less than the D lattice control blade, 
and the heavier D lattice contro} blade speed 
is used in the analysis. In addition, GE 
performed scram time analyses and 
determined that the Duralife 160C control 
blade scram times are not significantly 
different than the original equipment control 
blade scram times. The current Susquehanna 
SES measured scram times also have 
considerable margin to the Technical 
Specification limits. Since the increase in 
weight of the duralife 160C control blades 
does not significantly increase the measured 
scram speeds and the safety analyses which 
involve reactor scrams utilize the Technical 
Specification limit scram times, the safety 
analysis are not affected. 

Since the Duralife 160C control blades 
contain solid hafnium rods in locations were 
the B.C tubes have failed, and the remaining 
B,C rods are manufactured with an improved 
tubing material (high purity stainless steel vs. 


commercial purity stainless steel), boron loss 
due to cracking is not expected. PP&L plans 
to track the depletion of each control blade 
and discharge any control blade prior to a ten 
percent loss im reactivity worth. Therefore, 
the requirements of IE Bulletin 79-26, 
Revision 1 do not apply to the Duralife 160C 
control blades. 

Based on the discussion above, the new 
control blades proposed te be utilized in 
U1C6 do not involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated. 

2. No. The replacement blades can only be 
evaluated for their effectiveness as part of 
the overall reactivity control system, which is 
evaluated in terms of analysis consequences 
in 1. above. Since they do not cause any 
significant change in system operation or 
function, no new events are created. 

3. No. The analyses described in 1. above 
indicate that the replacement blades meet all 
pertinent regulatory criteria for use in this 
application, and are expected te eliminate the 
boron loss concerns expressed in IE Bulletin 
79-26, Revision 1. Therefore, the proposed 
change does not result in a significant 
decrease in any margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
submittal and significant hazards 
analysis and concurs with the licensee's 
determination as to whether the 
proposed amendment involves a 
significant hazards consideration. 
Therefore the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed amendment 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701. 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler. 


Philadelphia Electric Company, Docket 
Nos. 50-352, and 50-353, Limerick 
Generating Station, Units 1 and 2, 
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: July 13, 
1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The amendments would change the 
Administrative Controls section (Section 
6.0} of the Technical Specifications {TS}, 
including the addition of a new TS 
Section 6.5.3, to reflect the 
implementation of a Station Qualified 
Reviewer (SQR) Program for review and 
approval of new station programs, 
procedures, and changes thereto. The 
SQR Program is a program/procedural 
review and approval process using 
qualified reviewers to perform a review 
and designated Superintendents for 
approval of new programs, procedures, 
and changes thereto. This program has 
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been approved by the NRC for the 
Public Service Electric and Gas (PSE&G) 
Company facilities. There are two key 
areas of importance under the SQR 
program. (em dash}The Plant Operations 
Review Committee (PORC) will no 
longer be required to render a 
determination as to whether or not a 
new program, procedure, or change 
thereto constitutes an unreviewed safety 
question (USQ} in accordance with 10 
CFR 50.59. (em dash}PORC will no 
longer be required to review and 
recommend approval/ disapproval of 


_hew programs or program changes and 


certain types of procedures or procedure 
changes to the Plant Manager. 

The responsibility and authority to 
perform these functions will be 
transferred to responsible 
Superintendents designated by the Plant 
Manager. 

Implementing the SQR Program at the 
Limerick Generating Station (LGS}, 
Units 1 and 2, will involve the proposed 
TS changes described below. 

1. Revise TS Section 6.5.1.6.a to read 
“Review of (1) Administrative 
Procedures and changes thereto, {2} new 
programs or procedures required by 
Specification 6.8 and requiring a 10 CFR 
50.59 safety evaluation, and (3} proposed 
changes to programs or procedures 
required by Specification 6.8 and 
requiring a 10 CFR 50.59 safety 
evaluation;” to indicate the reduction in 
the scope of PORC’s program/ 
procedural review. 

2. Revise TS Section 6.5.1.6.e to read 
“DELETED.' The new provisions added 
under item 4 below will require PORC ta 
review 10 CFR 50.59 safety evaluations 
for those new procedures and changes 
to existing procedures for which a 10 
CFR 50.59 safety evaluation is prepared 
as part of the overall new procedure or 
procedure change package. 

Therefore, the requirement for PORC 
to review 10 CFR 50.59 safety 
evaluations associated with procedures 
and changes thereto can be deleted. 

3. Change the reference to TS Section 
“6.5.1.6a" under TS Section 6.5.1.7b to 
read “6.5.1.6b” to indicate that PORC 
will no longer be responsible for 
rendering determinations in writing with 
regard to whether or not new programs, 
procedures, or changes thereto 
constitute an unreviewed safety 
question. The responsiblity and 
authority for this function is transferred 
to the responsible Superintendent under 
the SQR program. 

4. Add new TS section 6.5.3 to specify 
the basic requirements of the SQR 
program. 

Basis for proposed na significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
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The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license 
involves no significant 

consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: 1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; 2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or 3) 
involve a signficant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided an analysis 
of no signficant hazards considerations 
with the request for the license 
amendment. The licensee's analysis of 
the proposed amendment against the 
three standards in 10 CFR 50.92 is 
reproduced below: 

1. The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

The proposed changes are administrative 
changes which implement a program/ 
procedural review and approval process 
through the use of qualified personnel 
designated by the PORC Chairman for review 
purposes and Superintendents designated by 
the Plant Manager, as authorized by 
Administrative Procedures, for approval of 
specific types of programs and classes of 
procedures. The SQR will be required to 
consider, document, and implement a cross- 
disciplinary review prior to approval, if 
necessary. The program will be controlled by 
Administrative Procedures which will 
continue to be reviewed by PORC and 
approved by ihe Plant Manager. PORC will 
continue to review those new programs, 
procedures, and changes thereto for which an 
unreviewed safety question determination 
{i.e., 10 CFR 50.59 safety evaluation) is 
required to be performed. As a result, the 
proposed administrative changes will not 
decrease the safety oversight function which 
PORC performs. The proposed changes will 
add more detailed requirements regarding 
program/ procedure review and approval to 
the TS which will strengthen the controls 
over this process. The proposed changes do 
not affect any plant hardware, plant design, 
limiting safety system settings, or plant 
systems, and therefore, do not modify or add 
any initiating parameters that would cause a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of any accident previously 
evaluated. 

2. The proposed changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

The proposed changes will implement a 
program/procedural review and approval 
process and are adminstrative in nature. The 
program will be controlled by Administrative 
Procedures which will continue to be 
reviewed by PORC and approved by the 
Plant Manager. PORC will continue to review 
those new programs, procedures, and 


changes thereto for which an unreviewed 
safety question determination [i.e., 10 CFR 
50.59 safety evaluation) is required to be 
performed. As a result, the proposed 
administrative changes will not decrease the 
safety oversight function which PORC 
performs. The proposed changes do not 
involve any physical alterations of plant 
configuration, changes to setpoints, or 
operating parameters, nor do they involve 
any potential initiating events that would 
create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

3. The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 

The proposed changes are administrative in 
nature and involve only the transfer of 
responsibilities and authority for 
program/procedural review and approval to 
responsible Superintendents. PORC will 
continue to review and the Plant Manager 
will continue to approve those new programs, 
procedures, and changes thereto for which an 
unreviewed safety question determination 
(i.e., 10 CFR 50.59 safety evaluation) is 
required to be performed. Accordingly, the 
same management level of review and 
approval of new programs, procedures, and 
changes thereto as currently required by TS is 
maintained. That is, the responsible 
Superintendents are also PORC members. 
Therefore, the margin of safety is not reduced. 
The proposed changes do not impact plant 
systems or operations and, therefore, do not 
involve a significant reduction in a margin of 
safety. 


The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
submittal and significant hazards 
analysis and concurs:with the licensee's 
determination as to whether. the 
proposed amendment involves a 
significant hazards consideration. 
Therefore, the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed amendment 
involves no significant hazards. 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Pottstown Public Library, 500 
High Street, Pottstown, Pennsylvania 
19464. 


Attorney for licensee: Conner and 
Wetterhahn, 1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, DC 20008. 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Portland General Electric Company et 
al., Docket No. 50-344, Trojan Nuclear 
Power Piant, Columbia County, Oregon 


Date of amendment request: June 12, 

1989 

_ Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
Trojan Technical Specifications (TTS) 
Table 4.7-1, “Steam Line Safety Valves 
per Loop.’ The amendment would 
replace incorrect values of valve orifice 
sizes (Q=11.05 square inches) with the 
actual orifice sizes (Q=12.174 square 
inches). The proposed change would 


34381. 


affect the following valve numbers: PSV- 


2211, 2231, 2251, 2271, 2212, 2232, 2252, 
2272. 


Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 


The licensee has evaluated the 
proposed amendment against the 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92, and has 
determined the following: 

1. This change does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability of 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

The orifice area for the steam line safety 
valves was incorrectly listed in TTS Table 
4.7-1. The proposed change incorporates the 
correct orifice area and establishes 
consistency between the installed valves, the 


+ FSAR, and TTS. 


The 12.174 square inch (sq. in.) orifice area 
was used to calculate valve capacities used 
in the safety analysis. A formula certified by 
the National Board of Boiler and Pressure 
Vessel Inspectors, Section III, was used in 
these calculations. This orifice area was also 
used in test methods for calculating lift 
setpoints. The valve manufacturer has 
verified the 12.174 sq. in. orifice area and test 
methods being used are correct. Thus the 
proposed change is editorial in nature and 
has not changed the probability or 
consequences of an accident. 

2. This change does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated, 

As discussed above, the proposed change 
is editorial in nature and has no effect on the 
accident analysis. 

3. This change does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 

As discussed above, the proposed change 
is editorial in nature and has no effect on the 
accident analysis. No changes are proposed 
to the TTS requirements that all main steam 
line code safety valves associated with each 
steam generator be operable in Modes 1, 2, 
and 3, nor to the surveillance requirements 
that operability be (with lift settings as 
specified) routinely demonstrated. 

The staff has reviewed tke licensee’s 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination analysis. Based upon this 
review, the staff agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. Therefore, based 





upon the above discussion the staff 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
change does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: Branford Price Millar Library, 
Portland State University, 934.S.W. 
Harrison, Street, P.O. Box 1151, Portland 
Oregon 97207. 

Attorney for licensee: Leonard A. 
Girard, Esq., Portland General Electric 
Company, 121 S.W. Salmon Street, 
Portland, Oregon 97204. 

NRC Project Director: John T. Larkins, 
Acting 
Portland General Electric Company et 
al., Docket No. 50-344, Trojan Nuclear 
Power Piant, Columbia County, Oregon 


Date of amendment request: July 19, 
1989 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
Trojan Technical Specification (TTS) 
Table 3.6-1. The change, which affects 
the four valves of the main steam supply 
to the auxiliary feedwater (AFW) pump 
turbine, would change the description of 
the turbine steam supply valves from 
motor-operated to air-operated. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92{c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has evaluated the 
proposed amendment against the 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92, and has 
determined the following: 

1. This change does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 

consequences of an accident previously 

a The design change from motor- 
operated to air-operated valves improves the 
AFW system design by making the valve’s 
operation independent of alternating current 
power. The change is consistent with NRC 
guidance provided in Standard Review Plan 
(NUREG-0800), Section 10.4.9. In addition, the 
NRC provided approval of this design change 
in their Safety Evaluation Report, 
“Implementation of Recommendations for 
Auxiliary Feedwater Systems” dated October 
23, 1980. The valve’s function to 
automatically open to admit steam to the 
turbine-driven AFW pump remains the same; 

accident consequences have not 
in over accidents previously 


evaluated. Further, the AFW system serves to 
mitigate the consequences of an accident, 
and thus, it’s operation is not relevant to 
— probability. 

The TTS change proposed is 
administrative, in that it revises the TFS to 
correctly identify the valves currently 
installed. 

2. This change does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

As discussed above, the proposed TTS 
change is administrative, and has no effect on 
the accident analysis. 

3. This change does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 

The design change to replace the motor 
operators with air operators was done to 
improve AFW system operation, and 
therefore, the margin of safety is not reduced. 
The proposed change corrects the 
identification of valves which have already 
been incorporated into the design, and as 
such, it is an administrative change with no 
effect on safety margin. 

In the March 6, 1986 Federal Register (51 
FR 7750), the NRC published a list of 
examples of license amendments that are not 
likely to involve a significant hazards 
consideration. Example (i) from this list 
states: 

A purely administrative change to 
Technical Specifications, e.g., a change to - 
achieve a consistency throughout the 
Technical Specifications, correction of an 
error, or a change in nomenclature. 

The proposed change corrects the 
identification of the turbine-driven AFW 
pump steam supply valves and is similar to 
Example (i) discussed above. Accordingly, 
the proposed change does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 


determination analysis. Based upon this » 


review, the staff agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. Therefore, based 
upon the above discussion the staff 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
change does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: Branford Price Millar Library, 
Portland State University, 934 S.W. 
Harrison Street, P.O. Box 1151, Portland 
Oregon 97207. 

Attorney for licensee: Leonard A. 
Girard, Esq., Portland General Electric 
Company, 121 S.W. Salmon Street, 
Portland, Oregon 97204. 

NRC Project Director: John T. Larkins, 
Acting 
Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of amendment requests: July 20, 
1990 (TS 90-15) 

Description of amendment requests: 
The Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) 
proposed to modify the Sequoyah 
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Nuclear Plant (SQN), Units 1 and 2, 
Technical Specifications (TSs). The 
proposed changes are to revise the 
Action Statement “c” for Limiting 
Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.9.2 on 
source range neutron flux monitors for 
refueling operations. This action 
statement would be revised to add a 
statement that the requirements of TS 
3.0.4 are not applicable to LCO 3.9.2. TS 
3.0.4 states that the licensee may not 
have the reactor enter an operational 
mode or other specified condition unless 
the conditions for the LCO are met 
without reliance on provisions 
contained in the action requirements. 
This provision does not prevent passage 
through operational modes as required 
to comply with action requirements. 
Exceptions to the requirement in TS 
3.0.4 are stated in the individual 
specifications. The licensee is proposing 
such an exception for LCO 3.9.2 to allow 
the reactor to enter the refueling 
operational mode without meeting LCO 
3.9.2 (i.e., without having as a minimum 
two operable source range monitors). 
Refueling is Operational Mode 6 with 
fuel in the reactor vessel and the reactor 
vessel head closure bolts less than fully 
tensioned or the head removed. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The licensee provided the following 
information on its proposed changes to 
the TSs: 

During the current Unit 1 Cycle 4 refueling 
outage, it was noted that LCO 3.9.2 unduly 
restricted entry into Mode 6 with less than 
two source- range nuclear instrumentation 
channels operable. The restriction on Mode 6 
entry is overly restrictive because LCO 3.9.2 
contains action provisions that address 
inoperable source-range channels, and these 
action provisions do not limit the amount of 
time that source-range channels may be 
inoperable. Therefore, entry into Mode 6, 
while relying on the action provisions for 
inoperable source-range channels, would 
provide an acceptable level of safety. 

By letter dated March 26, 1990, “Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant (SQN) - Request for 
Discretionary Enforcement for Unit 1 Limiting 
Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.0.4 as 
Applied to LCO 3.9.2,” TVA documented a 
request for a temporary exemption to TS 3.0.4 
as it applies to LCO 3.9.2 for Unit 1. NRC 
documented their approval of this action by 
letter dated March 27, 1990, “Regional 
Waiver of Compliance, Inoperable Source 
Range Monitors (TAC 76360) - Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Unit 1.‘ This TS change serves 
to permanently exempt the provisions of TS 
3.0.4 from LCO 3.9.2[,] removing the 
restrictions of Mode 6 entry with less-than 
two operable source-range channels. 

The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). 10 CFR 
50.91 requires that at the time a licensee 
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requests an amendment, it must provide 
to the Commission its analyses, using 
the standards in Section 50.92, on the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. Therefore, in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.91 and 10 CFR 50.92, the 
licensee has performed and provided the 
following analysis: 

TVA has evaluated the proposed technical 
specification (TS) change and has determined 
that it does not represent a significant 
hazards consideration based on criteria . 
established in 10 CFR 50.92{c). Operation of 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant (SQN) in accordance 
with the proposed amendments will not: 

(1) Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The proposed change to Limiting Condition 
for Operation (LCO) 3.9.2 is administrative in 
nature. The change does not alter the actions 
required in the event of inoperable source- 
range nuclear instrumentation channels. The 
change simply allows reactor pressure vessel 
head detensioning and removal while 
complying with these action provisions. 
Because the actions currently allow 
continued operation for an indefinite period 
of time and these action requirements are ‘ot 
revised, the probability or consequences of 
previously evaluated accidents are not 
increased by the proposed changes. TS 3.9.1 
[on the boron concentration in the reactor 
coolant during refueling operations] provides 
the necessary controls to ensure an adequate 
safety [shutdown] margin for detensioning 
and removal of the reactor pressure vessel 
head. 

(2) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously analyzed. 

The proposed change to LCO 3.9.2 is 
administrative in nature. The change does not 
alter the actions required in the event of 
inoperable source-range nuclear 
instrumentation channels. The changes 
simply allow entry into Mode 6 while 
complying with these action provisions. 
Because the actions currently allow 
continued operation for an indefinite period 
of time and these action requirements are not 
revised, the possibility of new or different 
accidents from those previously analyzed is 
not created by the proposed changes. 

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed change to LCO 3.9.2 is 
administrative in nature. The action 
provisions for this LCO currently does not 
limit the time that source-range nuclear 
instrumentation channels may be inoperable. 
It is therefore concluded that compliance 
with these action provisions, coupled with 
the requirements of TS 3.9.1, provides an 
acceptable level of safety. Because adequate 
levels of safety are maintained, entry into 
Mode 6 while complying with the associated 
action provisions will not reduce the margin 
of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee’s analysis that the proposed 
amendments do not include a significant 
hazards consideration. Although 


adequate levels of safety being 
maintained do not mean there is not a 
significant reduction in safety, the 
proposed amendments are viewed as 
having no safety significance because 
the action statements for inoperable 
source range monitors for LCO 3.9.2 will 
be complied with in Mode 6 4s required. 
There is no change to any requirements 
in the TSs other than aliowing the 
reactor to enter Mode 6 with inoperable 
source range monitors. Therefore, the 
staff proposes to determine that the 
application for amendments involves no 
significant hazards considerations. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1101 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 

Attorney for licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hill Drive, E11 B33, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

NRC Project Director: Frederick J. 
Hebdon 


Toledo Edison Company and The 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company, Docket No. 50-346, Davis- 
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.. 
Ottawa County, Ohio 


Date of amendment request: July 21, 
1988 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would 1) 
reflect the actual and appropriate 
configuration of the station site strong 
motion triaxial accelerometer and the 
shield building peak recording 
accelerometer and 2) revise the 
measurement (frequency) range of the 
stations site strong motion triaxial 
accelerometer seismic trigger. 

The proposed changes involve 
Technical-Specification 3.3.3.3 Table 3.3- 
7, “Seismic Monitoring 
Instrumentation”, and Table 4.3-4, 
“Seismic Monitoring Instrumentation 
Surveillance Requirements”. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in‘a 
margin of safety. 

_ The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of no significant 


hazards considerations using the 
Commission’s standards. : 

Toledo Edison has reviewed the proposed 
changes and determined that a significant 
hazards consideration does not exist because 
operation of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit No. 1, in accordance with these 
changes would: 

1. not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated because the seismic 
instrumentation and trigger have no effect on 
the initiation of an accident or seismic event. 
The proposed locations and ranges will still 
ensure the information collected is proper 
and meaningful for determining the effect of a 
seismic event on structures and components 
important to safety. 

2. not create the possibility of a new or 
different type of accident because the seismic 
instrumentation and trigger provide no 
accident initiation mechanism. 

3. not involve significant reduction in a 
margin of safety because the proposed 
locations and ranges:remain consistent with 
the recommendation of Regulatory Cuide 1.12 
as stated in the existing Technical 
Specification Basis 3/4.3.3.3, 

Based on the previous discussions, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; and does not involve a 
reduction in the required margin of 
safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff, therefore, 
proposes to determine that the licensee's 
request does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: University of Toledo Library, 
Documents Department, 2801 Bancroft 
Avenue, Toledo, Ohio 43606. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts 
and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: John N. Hannon 


Toledo Edison Company and The 
Cleveland Electric Huminating 
Company, Docket No. 50-346, Davis- 
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1, 
Ottawa County, Ohio 


Date of amendment request: August 1, 
1988 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would clarify — 
the testing requirements and update the 
regulatory and industry guidance _ 
references for High Efficiency 
Particulate Air (HEPA) filters and 
charcoal adsorber units in Engineered 





Safety Feature (ESF) cleanup systems. 
The proposed changes involve Section 
4.6.4.4, Hydrogen Purge System; Section 
4.6.5.1, Emergency Ventilation System; 
and Section 4.7.6.1, Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation System. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of no significant 
hazards considerations using the 
Commission's standards. 

Toledo Edison has reviewed the proposed 
changes and determined that a significant 
hazards consideration does not exist because 
operation of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit No.1, in acco, ace with these 
changes would: 

1. not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated because the ESF 
atmosphere cleanup systems are standby 
systems designed to mitigate the 
consequences of certain design basis 
accidents. The Surveillance Requirements 
(SR) changes clarify testing requirements and 
update regulatory and industry testing 
references for HEPA filters and charcoal 
adsorber units in ESF atmosphere cleanup 
systems. Similarly, the SR changes to these 
systems do not increase the probability or 
consequences of a previously evaluated 
accident. 

2. not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated because there are no 
equipment modifications to the ESF 
atmosphere cleanupgystems associated with 
this change. Similarly, the clarification and 
updating of the test procedure and 
acceptance criteria does not introduce any 
new or different kind of accident. 

3. not involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety because system operation 
and components will not be changed and the 
SRs are being updated consistent with NRC 
guidance. 

Based on the previous discussions, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; and does not involve a 


reduction in the required margin of 
safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis, noting that these 
changes do not reduce the acceptance 
criteria or frequency of tests associated 
with the HEPA filters and charcoal 
adsorber units in the ESF atmosphere 
cleanup system. The staff, therefore, 
proposes to determine that the licensee's 
request does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: University of Toledo Library, 
Documents Department, 2801 Bancroft 
Avenue, Toledo, Ohio 43606. __—.. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts 
and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037. 


NRC Project Director: John N. Hannon - 


Toledo Edison Company and The 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company, Docket No. 50-346, Davis- 
Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1, 
Ottawa County, Ohio 


Date of amendment request: August 5, 
1988 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the present reference to Control Rod 
Position Limit Switches to the correct 
reference of Control Rod Position 
Switches for remote shutdown 
instrumentation. Also, the requirement 
to perform a channel calibration of these 
switches every 18 months would be 
deleted. 

An additional change mentioned in 
the application regarding deletion of a 
footnote in Table 4.3-6 that is no longer 
applicable has already been 
accomplished by Amendment No. 135 
that made numerous administrative and 
editorial changes throughout the 
Technical Specifications. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of no significant 
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hazards considerations using the 
Commission's standards. 

Toledo Edison has reviewed the proposed 
changes and determined that a significant 
hazards consideration does not exist because 
operation of the Davis-Besse Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit No. 1, in accordance with these 
changes would: 

1. not involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated because the proposed 
changes are administrative in nature and 
provide for consistency between plant 
configuration, testing and license 
requirements. The Control Rod Position 
Switches will be properly referenced, which 
is consistent with the current plant design, 
and the channel calibration requirements of 
the switches will be deleted based on their 
non-adjustability after initial installation. 
These proposed changes will have no effect 
on the safety function of any system or 
component. 

2. not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated because the proposed 
changes are administrative in nature and 
provide for consistency between plant 
configuration, testing and license 
requirements, and do not affect any of the 
assumptions used in previous accident 
evaluations. All accidents continue to be 
bounded by previous analysis and the 
proposed administrative changes will not 
introduce the possibility of any new or 
different kind of accident. 

3. not involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety because the changes are 
administrative in nature and provide for 
consistency between plant configuration, 
testing and license requirements. The 
changes are being made to properly reference 
existing instrumentation and to correct the 
channel calibration requirements to account 
for the non-adjustability of components of 
that instrumentation. The proposed changes 
involve no reduction in the margin of safety. 

Based on the previous discussions, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; and does not involve a 
reduction in the required margin of 
safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee’s analysis. The staff, therefore, 
proposes to determine that the licensee’s 
request does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: University of Toledo Library, 
Documents Department, 2801 Bancroft 
Avenue, Toledo, Ohio 43606. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts 
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and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: John N. Hannon 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation, 
Docket No. 50-305, Kewaunee Nuclear 
Power Plant, Kewaunee County, 
Wisconsin 

Date of amendment request: July 5, 
1990 and July 10, 1990 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications (TS) 5.3.a.3 
to increase the allowable fuel 
enrichment at the Kewaunee Nuclear 
Power Plant. The current enrichment 
limit is 38.5 grams of uranuim-235 per 
axial centimeter of fuel assembly, which 
corresponds to an as-built weight 
percent of 3.67. The proposed 
amendment would increase the 
enrichment limit to 49.2 grams of 
uranuim-235 per axial centimeter, or 4.75 
as-built weight percent. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided the 
following analysis of no significant 
hazards considerations using the 
Commission's standards. 

(a) Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The criticality analysis which was 
performed in support of this proposed change 
demonstrated that adequate margins to 
criticality can be maintained with fuel 
enrichments up to 4.75 weight percent of 
uranium-235 stored in the new fuel and spent 
fuel storage racks. The bounding cases of the 
analyses demonstrated that Keff remains less 
than 0.95 in the spent fuel pool and less than 
0.98 in the new fuel storage pit. Therefore, the 
4.75 weight percent enrichment is acceptable. 
Other than criticality, the only other accident 
that need be considered is a fuel handling 
accident. Since the mass of the fuel assembly 
would not be appreciably altered by the 
increased fuel enrichment, the probability of 
this accident occurring is not changed. 
Because fission product inventories in a fuel 
assembly are nota significant function of initial 
fuel enrichment, the consequences of a fuel 
handling accident also would not be affected 


by the use of higher fuel enrichment. It should 
be noted here that any changes in the nuclear 
properties of the reactor core that may result 
from higher fuel enrichments would be 
analyzed in the appropriate reload analysis. 

(b) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. 

As discussed above, the only safety issue 
significantly affected by the proposed change 
is the criticality analysis of the spent fuel 
storage pool and new fuel storage pit. Since it 
has been demonstrated that Keff remains 
below 0.95 and 0.98 respectively in those 
areas, no new or different accident would be 
created through the use of fuel enrichments 
up to 4.75 weight percent uranium-235 at the 
Kewaunee Nuclear Power Plant. 

(c) Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Since the analyses have shown that 
increasing the allowable weight percent 
enrichment to 4.75 would not increase Keff 
above 0.95 in the-spent fuel storage pool and 
0.98 in the new fuel storage pit, it is 
concluded that this proposed change would 
have no impact on the margin of safety as 
defined in the basis for any Kewaunee 
Nuclear Power Plant Technical Specification. 
Any changes in the nuclear properties of the 
reactor core that may result from higher fuel 
enrichments would be analyzed in the 
appropriate reload analysis to ensure 
compliance with applicable reload 
considerations and requirements. 

In conclusion, the analyses performed in 
support of the proposed change have 
demonstrated that increasing the maximum 
allowable fuel enrichment at the Kewaunee 
Nuclear Power Plant to 49.2 grams (4.75 
weight percent) of uranium-235 per axial 
centimeter of fuel assembly does not involve 
a significant hazards consideration. 

Based on the previous discussions, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; and does not involve a 
reduction in the required margin of 
safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff, therefore, 
proposes to determine that the licensee’s 
request does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 


Local Public Document Room 
location: University of Wisconsin 
Library Learning Center, 2420 Nicolet 
Drive, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54301. 

Attorney for licensee: David Baker, 
Esq., Foley and Lardner, P. O. Box 2193, 
Orlando, Florida 31082. 


NRC Project Director: John N. 
Hannon. 


NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF 
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY 
OPERATING LICENSE 


During the period since publication of 
the last biweekly notice, the 
Commission has issued the following 
amendments. The Commission has 
determined for each of these 
amendments that the application 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating 
License and Proposed No Significant 
Hazards Consideration Determination 
and Opportunity for Hearing in 
connection with these actions was 
published in the Federal Register as 
indicated. No request for a hearing or 
petition for leave to intervene was filed 
following this notice. 

Unless otherwise indicated, the 
Commission has determined that these 
amendments satisfy the criteria for 
categorical exclusion in accordance 
with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental 
impact statement or environmental 
assessment need be prepared for these 
amendments. If the Commission has 
prepared an environmental assessment 
under the special circumstances 
provision in 10 CFR 51.12(b) and has 
made a determination based on that 
assessment, it is so indicated. 

For further details with respect to the 
action see (1) the applications for 
amendments, (2) the amendments, and 
(3) the Commission’s related letters, 
Safety Evaluations and/or 
Environmental Assessments as 
indicated. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the local 
public document rooms for the 
particular facilities involved. A copy of 
items (2) and (3) may be obtained upon 
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Reactor Projects. 





Carolina Power & Light aoe et al., 
Docket No. 50-400, Shearon Harris 
Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1, Wake and 
Chatham Counties, North Carolina 

Date of application for amendment: 
October 26, 1989, as supplemented 
December 15, 1989. 


requirements of Item 6.a and Action 
Statement 23 of Technical Specification 
Table 3.3-3, Engineered Safety Features 
Actuation System Instrumentation. 
Currently, the required number of 
channels for manual initiation of 
auxiliary feedwater is listed as one per 
pump. This is correct for the motor 
driven auxiliary feedwater pumps; 
however, the turbine driven auxiliary 
feedwater pump has two control 
channels per pump, one of which is 
required to manually <tart the pump. 
The amendment request incorporates 
separate line items for the motor driven 
pumps and for the turbine driven pump 
reflecting the number of channels 
required for each pump. 

Date of issuance: July 31, 1990 

Effective date: July 31, 1990 

Amendment No. 20 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
63. Amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 2, 1990 (55 FR 18410) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 31, 1990 No 
significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Cameron Village Regional 
Library, 1930 Clark Avenue, Raleigh, 
North Carolina 27605. 


Detroit Edison Company, Docket No. 50- 
341, Fermi-2, Monroe County, Michigan 


Date of application for amendment: 
August 4, 1988 as supplemented August 
18, 1989 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications to allow extended 
operation of Fermi-2 at reduced Power 
with a single recirculation loop in 
operation. 

Date of issuance: July 27, 1990 

Effective date: July 27, 1990 

Amendment No.: 53 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
43. The amendment revises the 
Technical Specifications 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26283} 

The Commission’s related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated July 27, 1990. 
No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 


Local Public Document Room 
location: Monroe County Library 
System, 3700 South Custer Road, 
Monroe, Michigan 48161. 


Florida Power and Light Company, et al., 


Docket No. 50-389, St. Lucie Plant Unit 
No. 2, St. Lucie County, Florida. 


Date of application for amendment: 
February 7, 1990, as supplemented fune 
19, 1980 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment incorporates revised ; 
pressure/ temperature (PT} limits and 
the results of a revised low temperature 
overpressure protection (LTOP) analysis 
into the Technical Specifications for St. 
Lucie Unit 2 for up to 15 effective full 
power years (EFPY) of operation. The 
current St. Lucie Unit 2 Technical 
Specifications for PT and LTOP are 
applicable to 6 EFPY of operation. 
Accordingly, the St. Lucie Unit 2 
Technical Specifications require 
revision prior to the plant reaching 6 
EFPY. 

Date of issuance: August 1, 1990 

Effective date: August 1, 1990 

Amendment No. 46 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
37: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 7, 1990 (55 FR 8224} 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 1, 1890. 
No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Swem Library, College of 
William and Mary, Williamsburg, 
Virginia 23185 


GPU Nuclear Corporation, et al., Docket 
No. 50-289, Three Mile Island Nuclear 
Station, Unit No. 1, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania 


Date of application for amendment: 
March 23, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: 
Extends the expiration date of the 
Facility Operating License from May 18, 
2008 to April 19, 2014. 

Date of Issuance: August 10, 1990 

Effective date: August 10, 1990 

Amendment No.: 154 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
50. Amendment revised the expiration 
date of the license. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26283) The 
Commission's related evaluation of this 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 10, 1990. The 
Commission has also issued an 
Environmental Assessment and Finding 
of No Significant Impact related to this 
action July 23, 1990 (55 FR 29921). No 
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significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Government Publications 
Section, State Library of Pennsylvania, 
Walnut Street and Commonwealth 
Avenue, Box 1601, Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania 17105. 


Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton, 
Georgia, Docket Nos. 50-424 and 50-425, 
Vogtle Electric Generating Plant, Units 1 


and 2, Burke County, Georgia 


Date of application for amendments: 
March 22, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments remove cycle-specific 
limits from the Technical Specifications 
and place them in a separate Core 
Operating Limits Report per the 
guidance of NRC Generic Letter 88-16. 

Date of issuance: July 30, 1990 

Effective date: July 30, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 32 and 12 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF- 
68 and NPF-81: Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: April 18, 1990 (55 FR 14506) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 30, 1990. No 
significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Burke County Library, 412 
Fourth Street, Waynesboro, Georgia 
30830. 


Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton, 
Georgia, Docket Nos. 50-424 and 50-425, 
Vogtle Electric Generating Plant, Units 1 
and 2, Burke County, Georgia 


Date of application for amendments: 
January 15, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: 
These amendments revised Technical 
Specification 4.0.2 by deleting the 
requirement that the combined time 
interval for any three consecutive 
surveillance intervals not exceed 3.25 
times the specified surveillance interval. 
The change is consistent with the 
guidance of Generic Letter 89-14, “Line- 
Item Improvements in Technical 
Specifications - Removal of the 3.25 
Limit on Extending Surveillance 
Intervals". 

Date of issuance: July 31, 1990 

Effective date: July 31, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 33 and 13 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF- 
68 and NPF-81: Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 





Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990 / Notices 


Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 21, 1990 (55 FR 10533) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendments is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated July 31, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Burke County Library, 412 
Fourth Street, Waynesboro, Georgia 
30830 


- Gulf States Utilities Company, Docket 
No. 50-458, River Bend Station, Unit 1 
West Feliciana Parish, Louisiana 


Date of amendment request: May 14, 
1990 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revised the “Minimum 
Temperature vs. Reactor Pressure” 
curves in Technical Specification 3/4.4.6 
and the associated Bases. The changes 
were made in response to Generic Letter 
88-11 which advised licensees to use the 
methods described in Revision 2 of 
Regulatory Guide 1.99 to predict the 
effect of neutron radiation on reactor 
vessel materials. 

Date of issuance: August 1, 1990 

Effective date: August 1, 1990 

Amendment No.: 45 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
47. The amendment revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26284) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 1, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Government Documents 
Department, Louisiana State University, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70803 


Illinois Power Company, Docket No. 50- 
461, Clinton Power Station, Unit 1, 
DeWitt County, Illinois 


Date of application for amendment: 
February 5, 1988 

Description of amendment request: 
The change deleted License Condition 
2.C.(6) which required certain Senior 
Reactor Operator experience on each 
shift during the first year of operation. 

Date of issuance: July 30, 1990 

Effective date: July 30, 1990 

Amendment No.: 41 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
62. The amendment revised the License 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: December 14, 1988 (53-FR 
50327) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated July 30, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 


Local Public Document Room 
location: The Vespasian Warner Public 
Library, 120 West Johnson Street, 
Clinton, Illinois 61727. 


Illinois Power Company, Docket No. 50- 
461, Clinton Power Station, Unit 1, 
DeWitt County, Illinois 


Date of application for amendment: 
February 5, 1988 

Description of amendment request: 
The change incorporated the Startup 
Test Program data into the Clinton 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date: August 2, 1990 

Amendment No.: 42 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
62. The amendment revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: December 14, 1988 (53 FR 
50328) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 2, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Vespasian Warner Public 
Library, 120 West Johnson Street, 
Clinton, Illinois 61727. ; 


Illinois Power Company and Soylan 
Power Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50- 
461, Clinton Power Station, Unit No. 1, 
DeWitt County Illinois 


Date of application for amendment: 
April 25, 1990 

Description of amendment request: 
This amendment revised interlock and 
overload setpoints for the main hoist of 
the refueling platform, due to 
installation of a new model mast; and 
revised the size of the additional 
samples for snubber functional 
inspections, after snubber failures, so as 
to make all three sampling plans 
statistically equivalent. 

Date of issuance: August 3, 1990 

Effective date: August 3, 1990 

Amendment No.: 43 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
62. The amendment revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26285 and 
26286) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 3, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Vespasian Warner Public 
Library, 120 West Johnson Street, 
Clinton, Illinois 61727. 


Indiana Michigan Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-315 and 50-316, Donald 
C. Cook Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 
2, Berrien County, Michigan 


Date of application for amendments: 
April 7, 1989 

Brief description of amendments: 
These amendments change the 
Technical Specification (TS) reporting 
requirements associated with the 
specific activity of the primary coolant 
in accordance with Generic Letter 85-19, 
“Reporting Requirements on Primary 
Coolant Iodine Spikes.” The TS 
requirements for reactor shutdown when 
iodine activity limits are exceeded for 
800 hours in a 12-month period have also 
been deleted. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date: August 2, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 142/129 

Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR- 
58 and DPR-74. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 21, 1990 (55 FR 10537). 

The Commission’s related evaluation 
of the amendments is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 2, 1990 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Maude Preston Palenske 
Memorial Library, 500 Market Street, St. 
Joseph, Michigan 49085. 


Indiana Michigan Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-315 and 50-316, Donald 
C. Cook Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 
2, Berrien County, Michigan 


Date of application for amendments: 
February 7, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: 
These amendments modify Technical 
Specification (TS) 4.0.2 in accordance 
with guidance provided in Generic 
Letter 89-14, “Line Item Improvements in 
Technical Specifications - Removal of 
the 3.25 Limit on Extending Surveillance 
Intervals.‘ The amendments remove the 
3.25 limit for the extension of 3 
consecutive surveillance intervals, The 
surveillance intervals will still be 
constrained by the 25 percent interval 
extension criteria of TS 4.0.2. 

Date of issuance: August 3, 1990 

Effective date: August 3, 1990 

Amendments Nos.: 143/130 

Facility Operating Licenses.Nos. DPR- 
58 and DPR-74. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 21, 1990 (55 FR 10539). 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 3, 1990. No 





significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Maude Preston Palenske 
Memorial Library, 500 Market Street, St. 


Date of application for amendment: 
June 14, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendments revised the Technical 
Specifications to remove the operability 
requirements for the Average Power © 
Range Monitors in Operational 
Condition 5 (Refueling) except while 
performing a shutdown margin 
demonstration. 

Date of issuance: fuly 30, 1990 

Effective date: July 30, 1990 

Amendment Nos. 41 and 7 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF- 
39 and NPF-85. This amendment revised 
the Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26291) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 30, 1990. No 
significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Pottstown Public Library, 500 
High Street, Pottstown, Pennsylvania 
19464. 


Power Authority of the State of New 
York, Docket No. 58-333, James A. 
FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant, 
Oswego County, New York 

Date of application for amendment: 
March 9, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment clarifies ition 
3.9.B.3 by removing the term “both 
diesel generator systems” and corrects 
two editorial errors. 

Date of issuance: July 30, 199u 

Effective date: July 30, 1990 

Amendment No.: 163 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
59: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specification. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 30, 1990 (55 FR 21976} The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 30, 1990. No 
significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Penfield Library, State 
University College of Oswego, Oswego, 
New York. 


Power Authority of the State of New 
York, Docket No. 50-333, James A. 
FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant, 
Oswego County, New York 


Date of application for amendment: 
December 15, 1989 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment updates the diesel generator 
fuel oil quality limits for water, sediment 
and ash. It also clarifies the design basis 
for the diesel fuel oil day tanks and 
storage tanks. 

Date of issuance: August 10, 1990 

Effective date: August 10, 1990 

Amendment No.: 164 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
59: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specification. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: February 21, 1990 (55 FR 6114) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 10, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Penfield Library, State 
University College of Oswego, Oswego, 
New York. 


Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire, Docket No. 50-443, Seabrook 
Station, Rockingham County, New 
Hampshire 

Date of application for amendment: 
April 23, 1990, as supplemented on April 
26, 1990, and June 6, 1990. 

Brief Description of amendment: 
Revise Facility Operating License No. 
NPF-86 to allow the United Ilhuminating 
Company. to enter into an arrangement 
for the sale and leaseback of a portion 
of their financial interest in Seabrook 
Station, Unit 1 to certain equity 
investors. - 

Date of issuance: July 26, 1990 

Effective date: July 26, 1980 

Amendment No.: 1 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
86: Amendment revised the License. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 30, 1990 (55 FR 21977) 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated July 26, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Exeter Public Library, 47 Front 
Sireet, Exeter, New Hampshire 03833 


Southern California Edison Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-206, San Onofre 
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No. 1, 
San Diego County, California 


Date of application for amendment: 
October 36, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revises Technical 
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Specification 4.16, “Inservice Inspection 
of Steam Generator Tubing,” to delete 
the special inspection requirements of 
Specification 4.16.c. 

Date of issuance: August 10, 1990 

Effective date: This license 
amendment is effective the date of 
issuance and must be fully implemented 
no later than 30 days from date of - 
issuance. 

Amendment No.: 133 

Provisional Operating License Na. 
DPR-13. Amendment revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: July 13, 1988 (53 FR 26531) 

The Commission’s related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated August 10, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No comments. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: General Library, University of 
California, Post Office Box 19557, Irvine, 
California 92713. 


TU Electric, Docket No. 50-445, 
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, 
Unit No. 1, Somervell County, Texas 


Date of amendment request: June 22, 
1990 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment changes Technical 
Specifications 3.2.1, 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 to 
allow Base Load Operation as an 
alternative to the normal operating 
mode in order to maintain the radial 
peaking factor within the range assumed 
by the plant’s safety analyses. Technical 
Specification 6.9.1.6 and the Bases to 
Section 3/4.2.1 have also been revised to 
reflect the new Base Load mode of 
operation. 

Date of Issuance: July 31, 1990 

Effective date: July 31, 1990 

Amendment No.: 1 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
87. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 29, 1990 (55 FR 26800} The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 31, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: University of Texas at 
Arlington Library, Government 
Publications/Maps, 701 South Cooper, P. 
O. Box 19497, Arlington, Texas 76019. 


Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Piant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of application for amendments: 
February 14, 1990 (TS 90-06) 
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Sequoyah Units 1 and 2 Technical 
Specifications. A fire hose station in the 
diesel i is added te 
Table 3.7-5, Fire Hose Stations. In 
addition, for the Unit 1 TSs only, an 
incorrect reference to a Table 3.7-10 is 
changed to Table 3.7-5 and the 
inadvertently omitted elevation for the 
fire hese station in the air exhaust room 
in the diesel generator building is added 
to Table 3.7-5. 

Date.of issuance: July 31,1990 

Effective date: Jaly 34, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 143 & 124 

Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR- 
77 and DPR-79. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date.of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 21, 1990 [55 FR 10545} 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 31, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Reom 
Jocatian: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 


Union Electric Company, Docket No. 50- 
483, Callaway Plant, Unit 1, Callaway 
County, Missouri 


Date of application for amendment: 
March 6, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment modified the Limiting 
Conditions for Operation to address 
flowpath requirements of the moter- 
driven and steam turbine-driven 
auxiliary feedwater pumps. 
Additionally, it provided further 
requirements to the ACTION Statements 
if any of the Essential Service Water 
(ESW) system valves to the steam 
turbine-driven auxiliary feedwater pump 
were inoperable or if one ESW loop was 
inoperable. 

Date of issuance: Jaly 27, 1998 

Effective date: July 27, 1990 

Amendment No.: 55 

Facility Operating License No, NPF- 
30. Amendment revised the Technical 
' Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 

May 30, 1990 

_ (55 FR 21981) The Commission's 
related evaluation of the amendment is 
contained in a Safety livelubtion dated 


tauee 710 Court Street, Keeen, 
Missouri 65251 and the John M. Olin 
Library, Washington University, Skinker 


and Lindell Boulevard=, St. Louis, 
Misseuri 63130. 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, et 
al., Docket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339, North 
Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 
2, Louisa County, Virginia 

Date of application for amendments: 
May 16, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: 
These amendments revise the noble gas 
high range effluent monitor setpoints 
specified in the NA-1&2 TS, Table 3.3-6. 

Date of issuance: July 31, 1990 

Effective date: July 31, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 133 .& 117 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-4 
and NPF-7. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 27, 1990 (55 FR 26297) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated July 31, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Alderman Library, 
Manuscripts Department, University of 
Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901. 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-338,North Anna 
Power Station, Unit No. 1, Louisa 
County, Virginia 

Date of application for amendment: 
April 27, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment allows a one-time extension 
of 6 months for test intervals for certain 
surveillance tests specified in the NA-1 
Technical Specifications {TS). This one- 
time extension is necessary to 
compensate for the extended NA-1 
seventh refueling outage that occurred 
from February 25, 1989 to July 15, 1989. 
This outage, together with additional 
time allowed for optimum fuel burnup 
before the next refueling outage, has 
resulted in a 6-month deferral of the 
next refueling outage for NA-1. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date: August 2, 1990 

Amendment Noas.: 134 

Facility Operating License Nas. NPF-4 
and NPF-7. Amendments revised the 
license. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 13, 1990 {55 FR 24008} The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 2, 1990. 

No wt hazards 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Alderman Library, 
Manuscripts Department, University of 
Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901. 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, et 
al., Decket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339, North 
Anna Power Station, Units No. 1.and Ne. 
2, Louisa County, Virginia 


Date of application far amendments: 
February 1, 1990, as supplemented July 
30, 1990. 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments revise the NA-1&2 TS 
Section 6.5.and bring the NA-142 TS in 
conformance with the Westinghouse 
Sena oe The changes replace the 

‘Operational Event Review 
coon with a new Management Safety 
Review Committee {MSRC} es the 
organization responsible for the NA-1&2 
offsite review committee. Also, the 
audits required by the TS that were the 
responsibility of the Quality Assurance 
Department will now be performed 
under the cognizance of the MSRC. 
Finally, the amendments delete or 
modify management titles to reflect 
recent changes. 

Date of issuance: August 7, 1990 

Effective date: August 7, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 135 & 118 

Facility Qperating License Nos. NPF-4 
and NPF-7. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 7, 1990 (55 FR 8237) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 7, 1990. 

The July 30, 1990 letter provided 
additional information requested by the 
staff regarding the constitution of a 
quorum and the timeliness of the MSRC 
meeting minutes. The additional 
information did not alter in any way the 
staff's initial determination of no 
significant hazards consideration. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. . 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Alderman Library, 
Manuscripts Department, University of 
Virginia, Charlottesville, Vixginia 22901. 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, et 
al., Docket Nes. 50-338 and 50-339, North 
Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 
2, Louisa County, Virginia 

Date of application for amendments: 
June 28, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments permit the suspension of 
cycling the turbine governor valves 
during the end-of-cycle power 
coastdown between 835 MWe {87% full 
power} and 386 MWe {40% full power}. 

Date of issuance: August 10, 1990 

Effective date: August 10, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 138 & 119 
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Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-4 
and NPF-7. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: July 10, 1990 (55 FR 28327) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 10, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Alderman Library, 
Manuscripts Department, University of 
Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901. 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-280 and 50-281, Surry 
Power Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, Surry 
County, Virginia. 

Date of application for amendments: 
October 11, 1988, as superseded October 
30, 1989 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments increased the number of 
auxiliary feedwater pumps available for 
cross-connect to the opposite unit from 
one to two. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date> August 2, 1990 

Amerdment Nos. 143 & 140 

Facility Operating License Nos. DPR- 
32 and DPR-37: Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 8, 1989 (54 FR 9936) and 
June 13, 1990 (55 FR 24009) The — 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 2, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Swem Library, College of 
William and Mary, Williamsburg, 
Virginia 23185 


Washington Public Power Supply 
System, Docket No. 50-397, Nuclear 
Project No. 2 Benton County, 
Washington 

Date of application for amendment: 
February 9, 1989 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment revised Technical 
Specification Surveillance Requirements 
4.0.3 and 4.0.4 by replacing those 
existing requirements with the new 
surveillance requirements recommended 
by Generic Letter 87-09. The amendment 
also made extensive revisions to Bases 
sections 3.0 and 4.0 by substituting new 
sections provided in the Generic Letter. 

The amendment application requested 
revisions to Technical Specification 3.0.4 
and to other sections of the Technical 
Specifications referencing 3.0.4. The 
staff has not reviewed that portion of 
the request and did not approve those 
changes as part of the amendment. It 


was the staff's understanding that the 
licensee intends to pursue revisions 
pertaining to Technical Specification 
3.0.4 as part of their application under 
the technical specification improvement 
program. Therefore, no further action 
will be taken on that portion of the 
licensee's application. 

Date of issuance: August 1, 1990 

Effective date: August 1, 1990 

Amendment No.: 88 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
21: Amendments changed the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: April 19, 1989 (54 FR 15840) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 1, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Richland Public Library, 955 
Northgate Street, Richland, Washington 
99352. 


Washington Public Power Supply 
System, Docket No. 50-397, Nuclear 
Project No. 2 Benton County, 
Washington 

Date of application for amendment: 
January 9, 1990 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment revises notation (4) in Table 
4.3.7.12-1, “Radioactive Gaseous Effluent 
Monitoring Instrumentation Surveillance 
Requirements.’ Notation (4) applies to 
the instrument identified as Radwaste 
Building Ventilation Exhaust, Effluent 
System Flow Rate Measurement Device. 
The notation describes how the channel 
check will be performed. The 
amendment changes the manner in 
which this will be done. 

Date of issuance: August 3, 1990 

Effective date: August 3, 1990 

Amendment No.: 89 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
21: Amendments changed the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: February 21, 1990 (55 FR 6125) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 3, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Richland Public Library, 955 
Northgate Street, Richland, Washington 
99352. 


Yankee Atomic Electric Company, 
Docket No. 50-029, Yankee Nuclear 
Power Station, Franklin County, 
Massachusetts 


Date of application for amendment: 
May 31, 1990 
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Brief description of amendment: This 
change incorporates wording from 
Standard Westinghouse Technical 
Specifications into YNPS’s LCO 
Specifications 3.10.3 and 3.10.4. This 
wording allows physics testing to be 
conducted with the number of ‘ 
OPERABLE Power Range and 
Intermediate Power Range Neutron Flux 
channels being determined by the LCO 
requirements of Technical Specification 
3.3.1 instead of the specific number of 
channels presently specified. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date: This amendment is 
effective August 2, 1990. 

Amendment No.: 133 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
28: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: June 18, 1990 (55 FR 24674) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated August 2, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Greenfield Community College, 
1 College Drive, Greenfield, 
Massachusetts 01301. 


Yankee Atomic Electric Company, 
Docket No. 50-029, Yankee Nuclear 
Power Station, Franklin County, 
Massachusetts 


Date of application for amendment: 
April 20, 1990 as supplemented June 27, 
1990. 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment incorporates the USNRC 
guidance contained in Generic Letter 88- 
17 (Reference b)) into the YNPS 
Technical Specifications. Three new 
Technical Specifications are added 
which specify the plant conditions and 
equipment operability requirements to 
prevent core uncovery if shutdown 
cooling is lost during reduced level 
operation. The change also addresses 
Low Temperature Overpressurization 
(LTOP), allowing operable SI pumps 
during reduced level operation only 
after the Main Coolant System (MCS) 
has been adequately vented. 

Date of issuance: August 2, 1990 

Effective date: As of date of issuance. 

Amendment No.: 134 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
28: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications and/or License. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 16, 1990 (55 FR 20365) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated May 19, 1990. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 
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Local Public Document Reom 
location: Greenfield Community College, 
1 College Drive, Greenfield, 
Massachusetts 01301. 


NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF. 
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY. 
OPERATING LICENSE AND FINAL 
DETERMINATION OF NO 
SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS 
CONSIDERATION 


During the period since pitblicstion of 
the last biweekly notice, 
notices of issuance of amendments have 
been issued for the facilities as listed 
below. These notices were previously 
published as separate individual 
notices. They are repeated here because 
this biweekly notice lists all 
amendments that have been issued for 
which the Commission has made a final 
determination that an ment 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration. 

In this case, a prior Notice of 
Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment and Proposed No 
Significant Hazards Consideration 
Determination and Opportunity for 
Hearing was issued,.a hearing was 
requested, and the amendment was 
issued before any hearing because the 
Commission made a final determination 
that the amendment involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Details are contained in the individual 
notice as cited. 


Long Island Lighting ae. Docket 
No. 50-322, Shoreham Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit 1, Suffolk County, New 
York 


Date of application for amendment: 
December 15, 1989 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment added on page 6 of Facility 
Operating License No. NPF-82, 
immediately following the text of license 
condition 2.C{13), a new license 
condition 2.C{14), te read as follows: 

2.C(14) Defueled Emergency 
Preparedness License Condition 

The requirements set forth in license 
conditions (9) through (13) will not apply 
if the following conditions exist: {1} The 
reactor is void of all fuel assemblies; 
and (2) The spent fuel, with a burnup of 
approximately two effective full-power 
days, is stored in the spent fuel storage 

‘ pool or other approved storage 

configuration. 

Date of issuance: faly 31, 1990 

Amendment No.:6 

Effective date: July 31,1990 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
82: The Amendment revised the license. 

_ Date of individual notice in Federal 

Register: August 6, 1990 (55 FR 31914) 


NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF 


During the period since publication of 


‘the last biweekly notice, the 


Commission has issued the foliowing 
amendments. The Commission has 
determined for each of these 
amendments that the application for the 
complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic 
Act of 1954, as amended {the Act}, and 
the Commission's rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Cemmission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 


_ license amendment. 


Because of exigent or emergency 
circumstances associated with the date 
the amendment was needed, there was 
not time for the Commission to publish, 
for public comment before issuance, its 
usual 30-day Notice of Consideration of 
Issuance.of Amendment and Proposed 
No Significant Hazards Consideration 
Determination and Opportunity for a 
Hearing. For exigent circumstances, the 
Commission has either issued a Federal 
Register notice providing opportunity for 
public comment or has used local media 
to provide notice to the public in the 
area surrounding a licensee's facility of 


. the licensee's application and of the 


Commission's proposed determination 
of no significant hazards consideration. 
The Commission has provided a 
reasonable opportunity for the public to 
comment, using its best efforts to make 
available to the public means of 
communication for the public to respond 
quickly, and in the case of telephone 
comments, the comments have been 
recorded or transcribed as appropriate 
and the licensee has been informed of 
the public comments. 

In circumstances where failure te act 
in a timely way would have resulted, for 
example, in derating or shutdown of a 
pucilear power plant or in prevention of 
either resumption of operation or of 
increase in power output up to the 
plant's licensed power level, the 
Commission may not have had an. 
oppertunity to provide for public 
comment on its no significant hazards 
determination. In such case, the license 
amendment has been issued without 


. opportunity for comment. If there has 


been some time for public comment but 
less than 30 days, the Commission may 
provide an opportunity for public 
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comment. if comments have been 
requested, it is so stated. In either evert, 
the State has been consulted by 
telephone whienvver posuiite, 


The Commission has 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92 and has made 
a final determination that the 
amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration. The basis for this 
determination is contained in the 
documents related to this action. 
Accordingly, the amendments have been 
issued and made effective as indicated. 

Unless otherwise indicated, the 
Commission has determined that these 
amendments satisfy the criteria for 
categorical exclusion in accordance 
with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.22{b}, ne environmental 
impact statement or environmental 
assessment need be prepared for these 
amendments. If the Commission has 


provision in 106 CFR 51. 7 and has 
made a determination based on that 
assessment, it is so indicated. 

For farther details with respect to the 
action see (1) the application for 
amendment, (2) the amendment to 
Facility Operating License, and {3} the 
Commission’s related letter, Safety 
Evaluation and/or Environmental 
Assessment, as indicated. All of these 
items are available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., and at 
the local public document reom for the 
particular facility involved. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Cemmission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Reactor Projects. 

The Commission is also offering an 
opportunity for a hearing with respect to 
the issuance of the amendments. By 
September 21, 1990, the licensee may file 
a request for a hearing with respect to 
issuance of the amendment to the 


proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave te intervene. Requests for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 





with the Commission's “Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2. If a 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic - 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a - 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding and how 
that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) the nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave te intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 
Interested persons should consult a 
current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 which is 
available at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, DC 
20555 and at the Local Public Document 
Room for the particular facility involved. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter. Each contention 
must consist of a specific statement of 
the issue of law or fact to be raised or 
controverted. In addition, the petitioner 


shall provide a brief explanation of the 


bases of the contention and a concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 


provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish . 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the 
amendments under consideration. The 
contention must be one which, if proven, 
would entitle the petitioner to relief. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

Since the Commission has made a 
final determination that the amendment 
involves no significant hazards 
consideration, if a hearing is requested, 
it will not stay the effectiveness of the 
amendment. Any hearing held would 
take place while the amendment is in 
effect. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing end Services Branch, or may 
be delivered:to the Commission's Public’ 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 
by the above date. Where petitions are 
filed during the last ten (10) days of the 
notice period, it is requested that the 
petitioner promptly so inform.the 
Commission by a toll-free telephone call 
to Western Union at 1-(800) 325-6000 (in 
Missouri 1-(800) 342-6700). The Western 
Union operator should be given 
Datagram Identification Number 3737 
and the following message addressed to 

(Project Director): petitioner's name 
and telephone number; date petition 
was mailed; plant name; and publication 
date and page number of this 

Federal Register notice. A copy of the 
petition should also be sent to the Office 
of the General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, and to the attorney for the 
licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
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Commission, the presiding officer or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, that 
the petition and/or request should be 
granted based upon a balancing of the 
factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)- 
(v) and 2.714(d). 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, et 
al., Docket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339, North 
Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 
2, Louisa County, Virginia 


Date of application for amendments: 
July 23, 1990 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments add a footnote to TS Table 
3.3-2, “Reactor Trip System 
Instrumentation Response Times,” Item 
11, ‘Pressurizer Water Level High,” 
which establishes startup (entry into 
Mode 2) for the NA-1&2 next operating 
cycle as the date by which the 
pressurizer water level high trip 
functions shall be demonstrated 
operabie. A Temporary Waiver of 
Compliance was verbally granted on 
July 20, 1990 to permit utilization of this 
change until these amendments could be 
issued. A letter confirming the 
temporary waiver was issued on July 25, 
1990. 

Date of issuance: July 31, 1990 

Effective date: July 31, 1990 

Amendment Nos.: 132 & 116 — 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-4 
and NPF-7. Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Public comments requested as: to 
proposed no significant hazards 
consideration: No. 

On July 20, 1990, the staff verbally 
granted a Temporary Waiver of 
Compliance which was immediately 
effective and remained in effect until the 
proposed license amendments were 
issued. A letter confirming the 
temporary waiver was sent to the 
licensee on July 25, 1990. The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments, consultation with the 
State of Virginia and final no significant 
hazards consideration determination are 
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated 
July 31, 1990. 

Attorney for licensee: Michael W. 
Maupin, Esq., Hunton and Williams, 
P.O. Box 1535, Richmond, Virginia 23212 

Local Public Document Room 
location: The Alderman Library, 
Manuscripts Department, University of 
Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901. 

NRC Project Director: Herbert.N. 
Berkow 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this'15th day 
of August 1990. 





Federal Register [| Vol: 56, No. 163 f: Wedisbeday, August 22, 1990 / Notices. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
David B. Matthews, 
Acting Director, Division of Reactor Projects- 
1/H, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
[Doe. 90-19659 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 


OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY POLICY. 


Second Meeting of the National 
Critical Technologies Panel 

The second meeting of the National Critical 
Technologies Panel, that was previously 
scheduled to be held at the National Science 
Foundation, room 540, 1800 G Street NW.., 
Washington, DC, this coming August 27-28, 
1990, has been postponed until further notice. 

Persons wishing to obtain.more information 
on this action, please contact Mr. Jose L. 
Christian at (202) 395-5736. 

Dated: August 17, 1990. 
Damar Hawkins, 
Executive Assistant, Office of Science and 
Technology Policy. 
[FR Doc. 90-19808 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3170-01-M 


National Advisory Committee on 
Semiconductors 


The purpose of the National-Advisory 
Committee on Semiconductors (NACS), 
is to devise and promulgate a national 
semiconductor strategy, including 
research and development. The 
implementation of this strategy will 
assure the continued leadership of the 
United States in semiconductor 
technology. The Committee will meet on 
September 6, 1990 at 1555 Wilson Blvd. 
suite 700, Arlington, Virginia. The 
proposed agenda is: 

1. Press Briefing on the release of the 
Capitol Investment Working Paper. 
2. Discussion of Working Group Actions. 


A portion of the September 6th 
session will be closed to the public. 

The briefing on some of the current 
activities of OSTP necessarily will 
involve discussion of material that is 
formally classified in the interest of 
national defense or for foreign policy 
reasons. This is also true for a portion of 
the briefing on panel studies. As well, a 
portion of both of these briefings will 
require discussion of internal personnel 
procedures of the Executive Office of ~ 
the President and information which, if 
prematurely disclosed, would 
_ ‘significantly frustrate the 

‘ implementation of decisions made ~ 


requiring agency action. These portions. : 


of the meeting will be closed to:the 


public pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 b.{c) (1), ° 


(2), and (9)(B). 


‘A portion of the discussion of panel 
composition will necessitate'the 
disclosure of information of a personal 
nature the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted: 
invasion of personal privacy: 
Accordingly, this portion of the meeting 
will also be closed to the public, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 b.{c)(6). 

Because of advanced security 
arrangements, persons wishing to attend 
the open portion of the meeting should 
contact Mrs. Kathleen Elim, at (703) 528- 
6090 prior to. September 5, 1990. Mrs. 
Elim is-also available to provide specific 
information regarding time, place and 
agenda for the open session. 


Dated: August 17, 1990. 


’ Damar W. Hawkins, 


Executive Assistant, Office of Science and 


-' Technology Policy. * 


[FR Doc. 90-19807 Filed 8-20-90; 9:34 am] 
BILLING CODE 3170-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Office of Hearings 
[Docket 47090] 


Order Granting Petitions for Leave to 
intervene; United States—United 
Kingdom Regional Airport Case 


Issued by the Department of Transportation 
on the 16th day of August, 1990. 


Conforming to the standards stated in 
Order 90-7-59 that established this 
proceeding, the petitions for lédve'to 
intervene submitted by the following 
parties are granted pursuant to the 
authority conferred by 14-CFR 385.11(a): 


The City of Manchester 

The Georgia and Atlanta Parties (the State of 
Georgia, the City of Atlanta, Hartsfield 
Atlanta International Airport, and the 
Atlanta Chamber of Commerce) 

County of Wayne, Michigan 

The State of Michigan 

The Greater Pittsburgh International Airport 
and the County of Allegheny, Pennsylvania 
(The Pittsburgh Parties) 

The Commonwealth of Virginia, Department 
of Aviation 

The Metropolitan Washington Airports 
Authority 

Washington Airports Task Force 

The State of West Virginia Department of 
Transportation. 


Petitions to the Department of . 
Transportation for review of this order - 
shall be filed pursuant to 14 CFR 85.51 
within ten days after the date of service 
of this order. 

This order shall be effective and - | 
become the action of the Department of 
Transportation upon expiration of the 
above period unless before that date a 
petition for review thereof is filed or the 


Department gives notice that it will 
review this order on its own motion. - 
By: e 

Burton S. Kolko, 

Administrative Law Judge. 

[FR Doc. 90-19777 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-m 


Federal Highway Administration 


Environmental impact Statement ; 
SRanenies pres Aitary mater: 


AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice; extension of comment 
period. 


SUMMARY: This document extends the 
comment period for EIS No. 900156, 
DSuppl, FHW, MA, Central Artery/I-93 
to Third Harbor Tunnel/I-90 Extension 
in Boston, MA from August 22,1990 to ~ 
September 21, 1990. This environmental 
impact statement availability 
information was published by the 
Environmental Protection Agency at 55 
FR 20629 on May 18, 1990. Due to the 
complexity of the project, the FHWA 
has decided to provide an additional 
opportunity for comment. The comment 
period is hereby extended to September 
21, 1990. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Alexander Almeida, Project 
Manager, (617) 494-2319, Transportation 
Systems Center, 55 Broadway, 19th 
Floor, Cambridge, MA 02142. 


(23 U.S.C. 315; 49 CFR 1.48) 
Issued on: August 17, 1990. 
Edward V.A. Kussy, 


' Acting Chief Counsel, Federal Highway 


Administration. 
[FR Doc. 90-19794 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4910-22-M 


Maritime Administration 


Change of Name and Removal From 
Roster of Approved Trustee; Bank of 
New York 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 46 
CFR part 221 that on October 6, 1989, « 
The Bank of New York, 101 Barclay 
Street, New York, New York, merged 
with and into the entity previously 
named Irving Trust Company, New 
York, New York. As the survivor of said 
merger, Irving Trust Company changed 
its name to The Bank of New York, and- 
continues on the Roster of Approved 
Trustees under its new name. Therefore, 
the old entity named The Bank of New 
York, is removed from the Roster of 
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224555 
{successor to Pub. L. 69-346 ont 46-CFR 
parts 221.21.-221.30). - 

Dated: August 16, 2980. 

By Order of the Maritime Administrator. 
Joel C. Richard, 
Assistant Secretary. 
#FR Doc. 90-29701 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 at 


informatien cellection; {2} :the title -of the 
information oalleotien; £3) the 

form numberfs), if 
applicable; {4)-a descriptian -ef the. aieél 
and its mutitoana ae? 


-espond; {7) ancstimate of the.nunthor 
of responses; {8):an estimate of the total 


documents may ve obtained from Patti _ 


Viers, VA Clonee Officer {723}, 
Department of Veterans Affaira,:810 
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washingten, DC 
20420 {202).233-3172. 

~Comments and questions about tthe 
items-en ithe tist should be directed te 
VA's-OMB Desk Officer, Joseph Lackey, 
‘Office of. 
Jackson Place, NW., Washington, DC 
20803, {282)385-7318. Bo mst vend 
requests for benefits:to this address. 


‘DATES: Comments on the ixfformafion 
collection should be directed itethe 


) - 


t.and Budget, 726 


‘OMB Besk Officer.on or before 


‘September 21, 1990. 


Dated: Auguat! 36, 1990. 
By direction of the Secretary. 
Frank E. Lailiey, 
‘Director, Offise of Informaionihesouroes 
‘Policies. 
Extension 


1. Office of-Informatioa Reseurces — 
Plans-and.Policies. 

2. Request for and ‘Consent te Release 
_of Information from Olaimant's Records. 

3. VA ‘Form 70-8288, 


Linfermation to a third: ‘party. Use uf'the 
form ensures ‘that an‘individual has 
given -written consent forthe release of 
records or informafien abeutt himself) 
herself. 

5.‘Qn occasion. 

6. Individuals. orhousehalds. 

7,393,600. Pesponses. 

9. Net applicatie. 
{FR-Doc. 90-19748 Filed 8.21-90;825-and] 
‘BILLING CODE £320-01-.M 





Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of ~ FEDERAL REGISTER 
notices of meetings published 

under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 
——————————— Ee 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS 
“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 55 FR 33214, 
August 14, 1990. 
PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 12:00 noon, Monday, 
August 20, 1990. 
CHANGES IN THE MEETING: Addition of 
the following closed item(s) to the 
meeting: 

Proposed purchase of currency processing 


equipment within the Federal Reserve 
System. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204. 


Dated: August 20, 1990. 
Jennifer }. Johnson, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 90-19926 Filed 8-20-90; 3:13 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
[Federal Register No. 90-19448] 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE AND TIME: 
Thursday, August 23, 1990, 10:00 a.m. 

This Meeting Will Be Open to the 
Public. 

The Following Items Were Deleted 
From the Agenda: 

Final Audit Report—Gephardt for President 
Committee, Inc. 

Status of Presidential Audits. 


PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: | 


Mr. Fred Eiland, Press Officer, 
Telephone: (202) 376-3155. 
Delores R. Harris, 


Administrative Assistant, Office of the, 
Secretariat. 


[FR Doc. 90-19925 Filed 8-20-90; 2:31 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6715-01- 


' NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 


TIME AND DATE: 2:00 p.m., Wednesday, 
September 5, 1990. 

PLACE: Board Hearing Room 8th Floor, 
1425 K Street, NW., Washington, DC. 
STATUS: Open. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Ratification of the Board actions taken 
by notation voting during the month of 
August 1990. 

2. Other priority matters which may come 
before the Board for which notice will be 
given at the earliest practicable time. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Copies 
of the monthly report of the Board's 
notation voting actions will be available 
from the Executive Director’s office 
following the meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. William.A. Gill, Jr., 
Executive Director, Tel: (202) 523-5920. 


Date of Notice: August 16, 1990. 


. William A. Gill, Jr., 


Executive Director, National Mediation 
Board. 


[FR Doc. 90-19886 Filed 8-20-90; 1:03 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7550-01-™ 


NATIONAL COMMISSION ON LIBRARIES 


AND INFORMATION SCIENCE 

Executive Committee Meeting 

DATE AND TIME: 

September 6, 1990, tino pis-406'pian: 
7:30 p.m.-9:30 p.m. 


Federal Register ~ 
Vol. 55, No. 163 
Wednesday, August 22, 1990 


September 7, 1990, 9:00.a.m.—3:00 p.m. 


PLACE: Embassy Suites Hotel, 1250 22nd 

Street, NW., Washington, DC. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE DISCUSSED: 

Opening Remarks 

Chairman Reid. _ 

General Discussion 

—Executive Committee, Review of 

Charge, 

NCLIS Budget: FY 1990;'91: 92'* 

Communications 

Publications’ 

White House Conference : 

NCLIS Program Plans 

Scope of NCLIS Policy Manual 

Commissioner Liaison with Other 
Organizations/ Associations 

Working Lunch with Commissioner- 
Nominee J. Michael Farrell ' 

Review of Dates for 1991 Commission 
Meetings 

Review Draft Committee Agendas and 
Topics for October 25-26, 1990 
Commission Meeting 

Unfinished Business 

New Business 


Special provisions will be made be 

handicapped individuals by calling 
Barbara Whiteleather (202) 254-3100, no 
later than one week in advance of the 
meeting. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Alice Hedge Reszetar, Associate 
Director, 1111 18th Street, NW., (Suite 
301), Washington, DC 20036, (202-254— 
3100). 

Dated: August 17, 1990. 

Jane Wiiliams, 

Acting Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 90-19907 Filed 8-20-90; 1:04.pm] 
BILLING CODE 7527-01-% 





following corrections: 

1.In the second column, under DATES, 
in the-last line, the date should read 
“October 30, 1990": 

2. In the-same column, under-ROR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT, .in the 
last line, the telephone number ‘should 
ead “406-255-2935”. 

3. In the third column, in the fifth line, 
“3,682.23 Tt.” should read “3,653.23 ft". 
BILLING. CODE 4505-01-D 
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‘Quotas for Contratied Substances in 
Schedules J and di 
Correction 

Inaetice document .90-18902 beginning 


on page 33182.in the.issuewf Tuesday, 


‘August 14, 1990, make ‘the following 
correcfions: 

On:page 33183, ‘in the first.column, in 
the table, under “Basic:class”, the fourth 
and nirith entries shorid reed 
“Amphetamine” and 
“Methamphetamine”, respectively. 
BILLING CODE 1605-010 
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August 22, 1990 


Part Il 


Department of 
Housing and Urban 
Development 

Office of the Secretary 


Statutorily Mandated Designation of 
Qualified Census Tracts and Difficult 
Development Areas for Section 42 of the 
internal Revenue Code of 1966 and 
Solicitation of Comments for the Next 
Round of Such Designations; Notice 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Secretary 
[Docket number N-90-3 124; FR-2851-N-01] 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, HUD. 
ACTION: Notice; solicitation of comments 


for the next round of such designations. 


summary: This document designates 
“qualified census tracts” and “difficult 
development areas” for purposes of the 
low income housing tax credit under 
section 42 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, and provides the methodology 
used by the United States Department of 
Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD). 

DATES: Comments due: October 22, 1990. 
ADDRESSES: Interested persons are 
invited to submit comments regarding 
this Notice to the Rules Docket Clerk, 
Office of the General Counsel, room 
10276, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street, 
SW., Washington, DC 20410. ; 
Communications should refer to the 
above docket number and title. A copy 
of each communication submitted will 
be available for public inspection and 
copying between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. 
weekdays at the above address. 

As a convenience to commenters, the 
Rules Docket Clerk will accept brief 
public comments transmitted by 
facsimile (“FAX”) machine. The 
telephone number of the Fax receiver is 
(202) 708-4337. (This is not a toll-free 
number.) Only public comments of six or 
fewer total pages will be accepted via 
FAX transmittal. This limitation is 
necessary in order to assure reasonable 
access to the equipment. Comments sent 
by FAX in excess of six pages will not 
be accepted. Receipt of FAX 
transmittals will not be acknowledged, 
except that the sender may request 
confirmation of receipt by calling the 
Rules Docket Clerk (202) 708-2084. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Walter T. Cassidy, Acting Senior Tax 
Attorney, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW.., 
Washington, DC 20410, telephone (202) 
708-1263. A telecommunications 

device, for deaf persons (TDD) is 
available at (202) 708-9300. (These are 
not toll-free telephone numbers.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Summary of Low Income Housing Tax 
Credit 


The U.S. Treasury Department and the 
Internal Revenue Service thereof have 
the jurisdiction to interpret and enforce 
the provisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (the “Code”), including the 
Low Income Housing Tax Credit 
(LIHTC) found at section 42 of the Code, 
as enacted by the Tax Reform Act of 
1986 (Pub. L. 99-514), as amended by the 
Technical and Miscellaneous Revenue 
Act of 1988 (Pub. L. 100-647), and as 
amended by the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1989 (Pub. L. 101- 
239). In order to assist in understanding 
and commenting on HUD'’s mandated 
designation of Qualified Census Tracts 
and Difficult Development Areas for use 
in administering section 42 of the Code, 
a summary of section 42 is being 
provided. The following summary does 
not purport to bind the Treasury or the 
IRS in any way, nor does it purport to 
bind HUD as HUD has no jurisdiction to 
interpret or administer the Code, except 
in those instances where it has a 
specific delegation. 

The LIHTC is the latest of a series of 
tax benefits intended to assist low 
income housing. The dollar amount of 
the LIHTC available for allocation by 
each state (the “credit ceiling”) is 
limited by population. Each state was 
allowed $1.25 of credit per person for 
each of 1987, 1988, and 1989, and is 
allowed $.9375 of credit per person for 
1990. A state’s credit ceiling is allocated 
by state and local housing agencies 
among low income housing buildings 
applying for the credit. 

In general, a building must meet one 
of two thresholds to be eligible for the 
LIHTC: Either 20% of units must be rent- 
restricted and occupied by tenants with 
incomes no higher than 50% of area 
median gross income (AMGI), or 40% of 
units must be rent restricted and 
occupied by tenants with incomes no 
higher than 60% of AMGI. The term rent- 
restricted means that gross rent, 
including an allowance for utilities, 
cannot exceed 30% of the tenant’s 
imputed income limitation (e.g., 50% or 
60% of AMGI). The rental restrictions 
remain in effect for at least 15 years, 
and building owners are required to 
enter into agreements to maintain the 
low income character of the building for 
an additional 15 years. 

Low income housing buildings that are 
not federally subsidized receive 
substantially greater benefit under the 
credit program than buildings that are 
federally subsidized (i.e., that receive 
tax-exempt bond financing or below 
market rate Federal loans). Non- 


Federal Register /: Vol. 55, No. 163 / Wednesday, August 22, 1990 / Notices 


federally subsidized buildings receive a 
tax credit with a present value equal to 
70% of each building's qualified basis 
(determined as of the end of the first 
year of the credit period), spread out 
over a 10 year period. Federally 
subsidized buildings receive a tax credit 
with a present value equal to 30% of the 
qualified basis (determined as of the end 
of the first year of the credit period), 
spread out over a 10 year period. 

Low income targeting is achieved by 
requiring that credit amounts be 
referenced to a building's qualified 
basis. Qualified basis is determined by 
multiplying the ratio of total low income 
units to total units (or, if less, the ratio of 
floor space of total low income units to 
total floor space) by the building's 
eligible basis. Eligible basis is ordinarily 
the same as the adjusted basis used for 
purposes of depreciation. However, in 
the case of buildings located in 
designated qualified census tracts or 
designated difficult development areas, 
eligible basis is increased to 130% of 
what it would otherwise be. This means 
that the available credit will also be 
increased 30%; if the 70% credit is 
available, it will effectively be increased 
to 91%. 

Under section 42(d)(5)(C) of the Code, 
a qualified census tract is any census 
tract in which at least 50% of households 
have.an income less than 60%.of AMGI. 
However, there is a limit on the amount 
of qualified census tracts in any 
metropolitan statistical area (MSA) that 
may be designated to receive an 
increase in eligible basis: All of the 
designated census tracts within a given 
MSA may not together contain more 
than 20% of the total population of the 
MSA. For purposes of this rule, all 
nonmetropolitan areas in a state are 
treated as if they constituted a single 
MSA. 

Section 42 defines a difficult 
development area as any area 
designated by the Secretary of HUD as 
an area which has high construction, 
land, and utility costs relative to AMGI. 
Again, limits apply. All designated areas 
in MSAs, and all designated areas not in 
MSAs may not contain more than 20% of 
the aggregate population of the counties 
in which they are located. 


Explanation of HUD Designation 
Methodology 


A. Qualified Census Tracts 


In developing the LIHTC list of 
Qualified Census Tracts, HUD used 1980 
Census data and the current 
metropolitan area definitions 
established by the Office of 
Management and Budget. Census tract 
data are generally available for entire 
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metropolitan areas. The exceptions are 
those areas that were designated as new 
areas, or were added to 
i metropolitan areas, afier the 
1960 Census. Only a limited part of the 
nonmetropolitan area of the U.S. has 


1. A census tract must have 50 percent 
of its households with incomes below 60 
percent of the AMGI to be eligible. HUD 
has-defined 60 percent of AMGI income 
as 120 percent of HUD’s Very Low 
Income Limits, which are based on 50: 
percent of area median family income, 
adjusted for high cost and low income 
areas. The 1990 income estimates were 
then deflated to 1979 dollars, so they 
— match the 1960 Census income 

ata. 

2. For each census tract, the 
percentage of households below the 60 
percent income standard was 
determined by (a) calculating the 
average household size of the census 
tract, (b)} epplying the income standard 
after adjusting it to match the average 
household size, and (c) calculating the 
number of households with incomes 
below the income standard. 

3. Qualified Census Tracts are those 
in which 56 percent or more of the 
households are income eligible and the 
population of all census tracts that 
satisfy this criterion does not exceed 20 
percent of the total population of the 
respective area. 

4. In areas where more than 20 
percent of the population ee 
a tracts are ordered from the 

highest percentage of eligible 
households to the lowest. Starting with 
the highest percentage, census tracts are 
included until the 20 percent limit is 
exceeded. If a census tract is excluded 
because it raises the percentage above 
20 percent, then subsequent census 
tracts are considered toa determine if a 
census tract with a smaller tion 
could be included without exceeding the 
20 percent limit. 


B. Difficult Development Areas 


In developing the list of Difficult 
Development Areas, HUD compared 
incomes with housing costs. The basis 
for these comparisons was the HUD 
income limits and Fair Market Renta 
(FMRs) used for the Section & Existing 
Housing Program. The procedure used in 
making these calculations follews: 

1. For each metropolitan area and 
each nonmetropolitan county, a ratio 
was calculated. This calculation used 
the two-bedroom FMR and the four- 
person income limit for Very Low 
Income households. The numerator of 
the ratio was the ratio of the area FMR 


to the US average FMR. The 
denominator of the ratio was the ratio of 
60% of the AMGI to the US average of 
60% median gross incomes. 

2.. The ratios of the FMR to the income 
limit were arrayed in descending order, 
ri , for metropolitan areas and 

nonmetropolitan counties, 


3. The Difficult ent Areas 
are those areas with the highest ratios 
cumulative to 20 percent of the 
population of all metropolitan areas and 
of all nonmetropolitan counties, 

4. The American Housing Survey data 
used to caleulate the FMRs for New 
York City were adjusted by eliminating 
rent-controlled units. The FMRs were 
recalculated on the basis of the adjusted 
data. Because FMRs are based on recent 
mover rents, the FMRs generally reflect 
market rents rather than rent-controlled 
rents. In this case the adjustment had no 
impact on the FMR. 

5. The 20 percent of population limit 
for metropolitan areas resulted in 
including only two counties in the New 
York, New York primary metropolitan 
statistical area. Based on application of 
the above criteria, substituting 1980 
Census data on median rents for FMRs 
and 1980 Census data on median income 


for more recent estimates, Bronx and 


New York Counties were included. 


C. Application of Caps to Qualified 
Census Tract and Difficult Development 
Area Determinations 


In identifying qualified census tracts 
and difficult development areas, HUD 
applied various caps, or limitations, as 
noted above. For qualified census tracts, 
section 42{d)(5)(C){ii}({H) of the Code 
specifies that the population of eligible 
census tracts within a metropolitan area 
cannot exceed 20 percent of the 


poptiation of that metropolitan area. 


Similarly, for census tracts located 
outside metropolitan areas, the 
population of eligible census tracts 
cannot exceed 20 percent of the 
population of the nonmetropolitan 
census tracts in a State. The population 
of metropolitan difficult development 
areas cannot.exceed 20 percent of the 
population of all metropolitan areas and 
the population of nonmetropolitan 
difficult development areas cannot 
exceed 20 percent of the population of 
all nonmetropolitan areas. 

In applying these caps, HUD 
established procedures to deal with two 
issues: (1) How to proceed when the 
next logical choice for inclusion causes 
the cumulative area population to 
exceed the cap, and (2) how to treat 
small overruns of the caps. The 
remainder of this section explains the 
procedures. 


1. Next choice causes cumulative 
population to exceed the eap. 

{a} Difficult development metropolitan 
areas. When metrepolitan areas were 
ranked to choose difficult 
areas, the first 46 designated resulted in 
@ cumulative population of 18.8 percent 
of all metropolitan areas. The next 
metropolitan area on the ranking was 
New York. Including the entire New 
York metropolitan area would have 
raised the cumulative population 
percentage to 23.6, a significant overrun 
of the cap. Because of New York's size, 
it was possible to divide the. 
metropolitan area into its constituent 
counties, each of which has a population 
comparable or larger than many of the 
other metropolitan areas being ranked— 
the counties are New York (Manhattan), 
Bronx, Queens, Kings (Brooklyn), 
Richmond (Staten Island}, Westchester, 
Putnam and Rockland. It was so 
divided, each county was ranked on the 
basis of data from the 1980 census, and 
the two top ranking counties were able 
to be included in the designation. 

(b) Qualified census tracts. In 
applying the 20 percent cap to qualified 
census tracts, HUD did not attempt to 
break a borderline census tract into 
smaller areas. Instead HUD looked 
tract-by-tract down the ranking beyond 
the excluded tract to see if a smaller 
tract could be included without 
exceeding the cap. The approach to 
qualified census tracts differs from the 
treatment of difficult development 
metropolitan areas because of an 
important difference in how caps affect 
each of them. Section 42(d}{5)}(C){ii}(i} 
of the Code sets a simple test for 
eligibility for qualified census tracts. If a 
tract’s low income population exceeds 
50 percent of its total population, then 
the tract is eligible unless it becomes 
necessary to eliminate the tract to 
satisfy the cap. There are many 
metropolitan areas and States in which 
the population of eligible areas falls 
short of 20 percent. When HUD had to 
eliminate tracts to satisfy the 20 percent 
cap, it was choosing among tracts which 
were otherwise eligible. By comparison, 
section 42(d}(5}(C} does not specify 
under what conditions an area is 
automatically a difficult development 
area. HUD did not attempt to establish a 
threshold for eligibility. Instead HUD 
used the 20 percent cap as a limit on 
eligibility. 

2. For both qualified census tracts and 
difficult development areas, HUD 
applied the caps strictly unless a strict 
application produced an anomalous 
result. Specifically, HUD stopped 
selecting areas when it was impossible 
to choose another area without 
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exceeding the applicable cap. The only 
exception to this policy was when an 
excluded area contained either a large 
absolute population or a large 
percentage of the total population and 
its inclusion resulted in only a minor 
overrun of the cap. This exception only 
applied in two cases. 

(a) Alaska. Only two nonmetropolitan 
census tracts in Alaska were eligible _ 
and together they contained 20.7 percent 
of all nonmetropolitan tract population. 
Excluding the tract determined by the 
method described under item (1) above 
would have reduced the ratio of eligible 
tract population to all nonmetropolitan 
tract population to 9.9 percent. Because 
of the radical shift in percentage of 
population, HUD included both tracts. 

. (b) New York, When HUD applied the 
cap to the counties in the New York 
metropolitan area as described in (1), 
the highest ranking area was the Bronx, 
raising the cumulative percent to 19.5. 
Next highest ranking was New York 
County (Manhattan). The inclusion of 
New York County raised the cumulative 
population to 20.3 percent of the 
population of all metropolitan areas. 
While its inclusion raised the 
cumulative percent to 20.3, its exclusion 
would deny the difficult development 
designation to an area containing over 
1,400,000 people, a population larger 
than 37 of the 46 other designated 
metropolitan areas. Adding the next 
highest ranking county would have 
raised the cumulative percentage to 21.6 
percent, an unacceptable overrun of the 
cap. 

(c) Measurement error. Designations 
of New York County and the Alaska 
tract were not determined simply on the 
basis that the amount by which the cap 
would be exceeded would be de 
minimis. There were other cases where 
the inclusion of an area would result in 
a de minimis overrun of the cap; but, in 
all of these cases, the exclusion of the 
area resulted in neither a large absolute 
loss of population nor a large short-fall 
below 20 percent. HUD believes the 
designation of these areas is consistent 
with the intent of the legislation. Some 
latitude is justifiable because it is 
impossible to really determine whether 
the 20 percent cap has been exceeded, 
as long as the apparent excess is small, 
due to measurement error. Despite the 
care and effort involved in a decennial 
census, it is recognized by the Census 
Bureau, and all users of the data, that 
the population counts for a given area 
and for the entire country are not 


precise. The extent of the measurement 
error is own. Thus, there can be 
errors in both the numerator and 
denominator of the ratio of populations 
used in applying a 20 percent cap. In 
circumstances where a strict application 
of a 20 percent cap results in an 
anomalous situation, recognition of the 
unavoidable imprecision in the census 
data justifies accepting small variances 
above the 20 percent limit. 


Use of Comments 


Public comments, submitted as 
provided above in this Notice, will be 
considered in connection with the next 
round of designations of “qualified 
census tracts” and “difficult 
development areas.” Such designations 
are anticipated to take place next year 
in order to take the comments into 
account at the earliest reasonable 
opportunity. 

Other Matters 


A finding of No Significant Impact 
with respect to the environment has 
been made in accordance with HUD 
regulations at 24 CFR part 50, which 
implement section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. The Finding of No Significant 
Impact is available for public inspection 
between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. 
weekdays in the Office of the Rules 
Docket Clerk at the above address. 

This notice does not constitute a 
“major rule” as that term is defined in 
section 1(d) of the Executive order on 
Federal Regulations issued by the 
President on February 17, 1981. An 
analysis of the rule indicates that it does 
not (1) have an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more; (2) 
cause a major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3) 
have a significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 


_ based enterprises in domestic or export 


markets. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b) 
(the Regulatory Flexibility Act), the 
undersigned hereby certifies that this 
notice does not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The notice 
involves the designation of “difficult 
development areas” and “qualified 


census tracts” as required by section 42 . 
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of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(the “Code”), as amended, which 
designates areas and tracts for use by 
political subdivisions of the States in 
allocating the Low Income Housing Tax 
Credit under section 42 of the Code. This 
notice places no new requirements on 
the States, their political subdivisions, 
or the applicants for the credit. This 
notice also details the technical 
methodology used. in making such 
designations. 


Executive Order 12612, Federalism 


The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under section 6(a) of 
Executive Order 12612, Federalism, has 
determined that the policies contained 
in this notice will not have substantial 
direct effects on States or their political 
subdivisions, or the relationship 
between the Federal government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. As a 
result, the notice is not subject to review 
under the order. The notice merely 
designates “difficult development areas’ 
and “qualified census tracts” as 
required under section 42 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (the “Code”), as 
amended, which designated areas and 
tracts are for the use by political 
subdivisions of the States in allocating 
the Low Income Housing Tax Credit 
under section 42 of the Code. The notice 
also details the technical methodology 
used in making such designations. 


Executive Order 12606, The Family 


The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under Executive 
Order 12606, The Family, has 
determined that this notice does not 
have potential for significant impact on 
family formation, maintenance, and 
general well-being, and, thus, is not 
subject to review under the Order. The 
notice involves the designation of 
“difficult development area” and 
“qualified census tracts” as required by 
section 42 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 (the “Code”), as amended, which 
designated areas and tracts are for use 
by political subdivisions of the States in 
allocating the Low Income Housing Tax 
Credit under section 42 of the Code. The 
notice also details the technical 
methodology used in making suck 
designations. 

Dated: August 15, 1990. 

Jack Kemp, 
Secretary. : 
BILLING CODE 4210-32-m 






































STATE: ALABAMA 


STATE AND COUNTY . TRACT 
AL LEE 0401. 
AL_TALLADEGA 0106. 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 








POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
660 0406. 5607 04 
3984 0118. 2499 


18342 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


STATE: ALASKA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
AK FAIRBANKS NORTH ST 0011. 


11155 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


STATE: ARIZONA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
AZ PINAL 0001. 
AZ YUMA 0001. 

-- 0115 


35919 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


STATE: CALIFORNIA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
CA HUMBOLDT 0010. 
CA IMPERTAL 0114. 
CA KINGS 0011. 
CA MADERA 0003. 
CA: NEVADA 0010. 


26358 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


STATE: COLORADO 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT 
CO MESA 0001. 
cO TELLER 0102. 


4519 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


STATE: CONNECTICUT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
CT TOLLAND 8804. 
CT WINDHAM 8003. 


POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
5812 0018. 5343 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
5250 0010. 4596 oC 
2456 0003. 5231 oC 
7044 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


POP. TRACT POP. TR 
5238 
3083 0120. 4722 0: 
4736 0013. 2160 
3852 

139 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


POP. TRACT POP. TRI 
4S3 0003. 1464 Or 
1224 : 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


POP. TRACT POP. TR 
1109 , 
4768 


5877 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0408. 2746 0415. 372 0416. 2474 : 


/ PERCENT 5.0 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


/ PERCENT 20.7 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0018. 611 0019. 2321 Mie 


0013. 4346 0101. 1461 0105. 1618 0106. 985 


/ PERCENT 19.8 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


0125. 2428 


/ PERCENT 4.8 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0009 . 1381 


/ PERCENT 4.9 
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TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


/ PERCENT 2.6 








STATE: FLORIDA 


STATE AND COUNTY 
FL INDIAN RIVER 


$730 TOTAL 


STATE: GEORGIA 


STATE AND COUNT 
GA .FLOYO 


$278 TOTAL 


STATE: HAWAII 
STATE -AND COUNTY 
HI HAWAII. 

HI: KAUAL 

HI MAUI 


8375 TOTAL 


STATE: IDAHO 
STATE AND COUNTY 
ID BANNOCK 

ID CANYON 


2644 TOTAL 


STATE: ILLINOIS 
STATE “AND COUNTY 
TL ADAMS 

TL VERMILION 


8569. TOTAL 


STATE: - INDIANA. 
STATE AND COUNTY 
IN -LA PORTE. - 

IN WAYNE 


9210 TOTAL 





TRACT 
0503. 


POPULATIGN OF 


TRACT 
-OO11. 


POPULATION OF 


TRACT 
0204. 
0410. 
0313. 


POPULATION OF 


TRACT 
0008. 
0214. 


POPULATION OF 


TRACT 
0007 . 
0001. 


POPULATION. OF 


TRACT 
0402. 
0001. 


POPULATION OF 


POP. 
5730 


TRACT 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
2399 


TRACT 
OOo16. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
4003 

226 
572 0317. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
1986 3 
399 0220. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


pcp, —- TRACT 
2002 0008 : 
3027 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRAET 
2276 
1129 -0002. 


\ 
QUALIFIED. CENSUS 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 


TRACTS 


POP. 
4551 


TRACTS 


PoP. 


3574 


TRACTS 


POP. 


459 


TRACTS 


PoP. 


3540 


TRACTS 


POP.. 
-4521 


TRACTS 





TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0019. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0003. - 
PERCENT 


POP. 
t 


3.0 


POP. 
1328 


6.8 


POP. 


POP. 


BOP. 


PoP: 


1284 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


Pop. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


pop 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


pop. 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C)} QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


STATE: IOWA 

STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
IA STORY " 0005. 3670 0007. 3023 OOOE 
IA WEBSTER : _ 0007. 2566 0008 . 1184 


16315 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: KENTUCKY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
KY MCCRACKEN - 0001. 2037 0002. 2605 000: 


11450 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: LOUISIANA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC) 


LA AVOYELLES 0304. 7016 
LA WEBSTER _ 0302. 5746 


12762 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: MARYLAND 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 
MD WICOMICO - 0003. 1403 : 


1403 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC! 


STATE: . MASSACHUSETTS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC) 
MA BERKSHIRE 9211. 547 
MA HAMPSHIRE 8204. 10734 


11281 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCI 


STATE: MINNESOTA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC" 
MN MOWER 0004. 1297 
1297 TOTAL POPULATION 


OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





RACT 
0008 . 


-ERCENT 


TRACT 
0003. 


»9ERCENT 


PRACT 


>ERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


POP. 
5872 


5.9 


PoP. 
1726 


18.7 


POP. 


POP. 


4.0 


POP. 


1.4 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0004. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 
2590 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


000s. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 
2492 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
























STATE: MISSISSIPPI 


STATE AND. COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
MS FORREST 0001. 1273 0004. 3261 0105 
MS LAUDERDALE 0001. 668 0004. 7702 0005 
MS LOWNDES Q007.03 3569 0008. 6053 0011 
MS WASHINGTON 0001. 1190 0004. 6486 0005 

0019. 1973 0020. 4581 0622 


$9816 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS. / PEKCE 


STATE: MONTANA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
MT MISSOULA: 0003. 2094 


2094 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: NEW MEXICO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
NM CHAVES _. 0006 . 5122 

NM CURRY 0004. 4857 

NM LEA: 0003. 4038 

NM OTERO - OOo. 2322 ; 

NM SAN JUAN 0068. 2783 0610. 16979 


35511 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: NORTH CAROLINA 
STATE ANO COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT POP. TRACT 


NC IREDELL ‘ 2766 

nc: LEE i 0303. 3343 

NC MADISON -0102: -° 1524 0103. 925 0104 
NC NASH 0101. 488 

NC WAYNE 0017. 547 0018. 4028 


NC WILSON: - SS OBOR. 1926 0008.01 3747 
20721 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: GHIO Rites, tS cmpla es ; A. ewe 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRAC] 
OH ERIE - rs 0408. 3917 3 
OH MARION ; _ RSA. 187" 0005. 3786 


‘G56 TOTAL POPULARTON OF QUALIFIED GENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 







RACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


3105. 3223 : 

0005 . 1190 0006. 4325 

0011. 2292 

3005 . 377 0006. 5788 0011. 3278 0018. 940 
0022. 1647 


ERXCENT 19.5 


RACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. 
ERCENT 2.8 
‘RACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. 


9ERCENT 9.9 
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TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


0104. 1547 


PERCENT 3.0 
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TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. = TRACT pop. TRACT PoP. 


PERCENT 1.7 
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STATE: ‘OKLAHOMA 


TRACT 


STATE AND COUNTY 

OK GRADY Q902 . 
OK MUSKOGEE ° “0002. - 
QK PAYNE 0003, 
OK STEPHENS. ‘0005 . 
OK WASHINGTON 0002. 


90178 TOTAL POPULATION 
STATE: OREGON 


TRACT 
0007 . 


STATE AND COUNTY 
OR BENTON. 


17835 TOTAL POPULATION 


STATE: PENNSYLVANIA 


STATE .AND: COUNTY TRACT 
PA BUTLER 9004. 
PA LAWRENCE 9004, 


S863 TOTAL POPULATION 


STATE: RHODE ISLAND 


STATE AND. COUNTY 
RI NEWPORT 


TRACT 
0405. 


$274 TOTAL POPULATION 


STATE: SOUTH. CAROLINA 


STATE AND. COUNTY 
SC SUMTER 


TRACT 
0001. 


9830 TOTAL POPULATION 
STATE: TENNESSEE 


STATE ANDO COUNTY 


TRACT 
TN ROANE 


0305. 
2969 TOTAL POPULATION 


OF 


OF 


OF 


OF 


oF 


OF 


POP. TRACT 


1474 
2209 0004. 
8941 0004. 
2028 
3109 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
42419 


TRACT 
0008 . 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
1608 9005. 
33803 Q005. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
$274 


TRACT 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
2792 


TRACT 
0012. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 


TRACT 
3969 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
1777 
2954 


oak 


TRACTS / 


PoP, 
7841 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
637 
315 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
TRACTS / 


POP. 
327 


TRACTS / 


POP. 


TRACTS / 


TRACT 


9005. 
0005. 


PERCER 


TRACT 
0011, 


PERCEN 


TRACT 


PERCE 


TRACT 
PERCE! 


TRACT 
0013 


PERCE! 


TRACT 


PERCE? 


ACT 


1005 . 
1005 . 


-RCENT 


tACT 
011, 


ERCENT 


ACT 
FRCENT 


RACT 


ERCENT 


RACT 
0013. 


ERCENT 


RACT 


ERCENT 


PoP. 


1093 
3150 


POP. 
8775 


11.3 


POP. 


2,0 


POP. 


POP. 
3120 


4.9 


PoP: 


TRACT 


O006 . 
0007. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0014. 


TRACT 


POP. TRACT POP, 
2676 

770 
POP. TRACT POP. 
POP. TRACT POP. 
POP. TRACT. POP. 
POP. TRACT POP. 


589 0015. 3002 


POP. _—s TRACT POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 14 IRS Section 42(d)(5)}(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
STATE: TEXAS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX WALKER 1905. 5666 
TX WHARTON 1403. 2299 


7965 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


STATE: VIRGINIA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 
VA STAUNTON 0001. 1456 


1456 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED. CENSUS TRACTS / PERC! 


STATE: WASHINGTON 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 
WA COWLITZ 0001. 268 0010. 1317 


1585 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC! 


STATE: WEST VIRGINIA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
WV MARION 0201. 1214 
WV MONONGALIA 0101. 4766 0102. 5251 010: 


14813 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC! 


STATE: WISCONSIN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
WI FOND. DU LAC . 0406. 542. 


542 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Abilene, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
TX TAYLOR ; : 0118. 1215 0119. 3010 


4225 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Akron, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
OH SUMMIT 5044. 1815. 5012. 1384 501 





TRACT POP. 


>9ERCENT 2.4 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT -3 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 2.0 


TRACT POP. 
0103. 3582 


PERCENT 3.8 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT .2 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 3.8 


TRACT POP. 
5013.01 969 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
5013.02 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1206 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


5014. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
2502 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


5015. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1055 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Akron, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY. TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. ’ 

OH SUMMIT . 5016. 82 5017. 2746 
5032. 3175 5034. 2526 
5056. 2361 $063.04 2913 


5074. 1866 $101. 4574 
$5295 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Albany, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 7 


GA DOUGHERTY 9002. 4664 0008. 3121 
0015. 4963 


22334 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS /t 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT - POP. . 

NY ALBANY 0001. 2631 0002. 5876 
9023. 2248 0024. 318 . 

NY MONTGOMERY 0701. 72 9703, 2604 

NY RENSSELAER 0404. 9457 0407, 4173 

NY SCHENECTADY 0203. | 1365 0209. 4279 


* : 50369 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Albuquerque, NM 


STATE: AND COUNTY TRACT. POP. TRACT POP. 
NM BERNALILLO 0012, 6755 0013. 4337 
0021. 1242 0028. 730 


28764 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Alexandria, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT. POP. TRACT. POP. 1 
LA RAPIOES , Ott. 3783 0118. 40 


15452 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 74 


METROPOLITAN. AREA: Allentown-Bethienem, PA-NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT. POP. = TRACT. a 
PA'LEHIGH ©: 9002. 898 005. 2324 





STS 


$s / 


5 / 


s / 


s/ 


$s / 


TRACT POP. 
5018. 1997 
5041. 1748 
5066. 3179 


PERCENT 8.4 


TRACT 
0012. 


POP. 
2311 


PERCENT 19.9 


"TRACT PoP. 
0006. 3514 
“0025. 2060 
0709, 2116 
0210.01 887 
PERCENT 6.3 
TRACT POP. 
0014. 3402 
0045.01 3247 
PERCENT 6.9: 
TRACT POP. 
0119. 2477 


PERCENT 11.2 


TRACT 
000s. 


POP. 
1664 


TRACT 
5019. 
5043. 
5067. 


TRACT 
0013. 


TRACT 
0008. 
0129. 


0210.02 


TRACT 
0015. 
0048. 


TRACT 
0120. 


TRACT 
0010. 


POP. 


2375 
750 
3272 


POP. 
283 


POP. 
2579 
3665 


2648 


POP. 
3224 
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POP. 
4660 


POP. 
2895 


TRACT 
5024. 
5044, 
5068. 


TRACT 
0014. 
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0011. 


TRACT 
0016. 


TRACT 
0129. 


TRACT 
0011. 


04 


PoP. TRACT 
2728 5025. 
2119 5053. 
1391 5069. 
POP. TRACT 
2572 0014.02 
PoP. TRACT 
1712 0021. 
POP. TRACT 
2865 0020. 
POP. TRACT 
4192 
POP. TRACT 
957 0013. 


POP. 


2320 , 


2934 
1308 


POP. 
4420 


PoP. 
4165 


PoP. 
2023 


POP. 


POP. 
1878 


S2ONON / 0661 ‘72 ISNSnY “Aepsaupaay / C9T “ON ‘SS ‘JOA / Josey eIepez. 




























TABLE 4 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Allentown-Bethlehem, PA-NuU 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
PA NORTHAMPTON 0105. 4583 0108. 2584 Q 


28358 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Altoona, PA 


STATE: AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
PA BLAIR 1019. 208 1 


2081 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Amarillo, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
TX POTTER Ott. 2538 0112. 923 C 
0122. 3234 0123. 631 C 


17238 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
CA ORANGE 0219.07 46 0524.04 7760 C 
: 0748.01 4424 0748.04 8258 Cc 

0762.04 2259 0873. 5941 Cc 


0995.03 8828 


85507 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Anchorage, AK 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 
AK ANCHORAGE 0003. 8157 0004. 9189 C 


22851 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Anderson, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. =‘ TRACT POP. TF 
IN MADISON 0001. 409 


403 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / Pt 


TRACT POP. 
O10. 2700 


PERCENT 4.5 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 1.5 


TRACT POP. 
0113. 502 
0129. 2071 


PERCENT 9.9 


TRACT. POP. 
0626.14 2998 
0749.01 5945 
0874.03 2605 


PERCENT 4.4 


TRACT POP. 
0006. 5505 


PERCENT 13.1 


TRACT POP. 


/ PERCENT -3 


TRACT 


0113. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0114, 
0130. 


TRACT 


0743. 
0749. 
0886. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


02 
o1 


PoP. 
2658 


POP. 


POP. 
2037 
2524 


POP. 
3234 
4159 
3519 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 
0144. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0120. 


TRACT 
0744 


0891 


TRACT 


TRACT 


-03 
0750. 
-03 


o1 


POP. 
2085 


POP. 


POP. 
1824 


POP. 

3350 
3067 
8764 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 
0145. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0121. 


TRACT 
0745.01 
0750.02 
0995.02 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
3132 


POP. 


POP. 
954 


POP. 
5571 
4448 

331 


POP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Anderson, SC ° 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
SC ANDERSON 0001. 130 0006. 


13214 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Ann Arbor, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 

MI WASHTENAW 0001. 1142 0002. 
0009.01 4756 0003.02 
0029.02 328 0029.03 


46718 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Anniston, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT - POP. TRACT 
AL CALHOUN 0005 . 4991 0006 . 


8527 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Appleton-Oshkosh-Neenah, WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
WI OUTAGAMIE 0101. 1223 
WI WINNEBAGO 0006. 1284 


2507 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Asheville, NC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
NC BUNCOMBE 0001. 679 0002. 


7183 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Athens, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
GA CLARKE 0001. 215 0002. 


13399 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
5408 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
7646 
2850 
4157 


TRACTS / 


PoP. 
3268 


TRACTS / 


POP. 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
2173 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
2475 


TRACTS / 


TRA! 


PER 


QQ3 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRACT POP. 
0007. 7676 


PERCENT 9.9 


TRACT POP. 
0003. 7008 
0025.01 1861 


PERCENT 17.6 


TRACT POP. 
0007. 268 


PERCENT 7.1 


TRACT POP. 


| PERCENT 9 


TRACT POP. 
0007. 1377 


PERCENT 4.5 


TRACT POP. 
0004. 3291 


' PERCENT 18.0 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0025 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0009. 


TRACT 


0006. 


-02 


POP. 


POP. 
5742 
980 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
2954 


POP. 
3349 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0026. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0009. 


POP. 


POP. 
2569 
2390 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4069 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0028. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 
2714 
2575 


POP. 


POP. 


PoP. 


PoP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C)} QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Atlanta, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 

GA COBB 0307. 5545 ©0308. 

GA BE KALB 0205. 4485 0206. 
0237. 6619 

GA FULTON 2006. 1278 0008, 
020. 1550 0021. 
Q026, 1694 0027. 
0033. 2940 9035. 
0040. 2826 0041, 
0048. 1937 0049.95 
0057. 1559 0058. 
©0067. $122 0068.02 
9083.01 4215 9083 ,02 
0087.01 38214 0087.02 

GA WALTON 1104, 3499 


237326 FOTAL ROPULATIGON OF QUALIFIEQ CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Atlantic City. Nu 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
NY ATLANTIC 0008 . 1453 0009. 

0016. 1375 0017. 
NU CAPE MAY 0215. 2013 


22436 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Augusta, GA-SC 


STATE AND COUNTY ~~ TRACT POP. TRACT 
GA RICHMOND 0002 . 3684 ©0038. 
0009. 3369 0014. 


32619 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Aurora-Elgin, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT 
TL KANE 8512. 413 8515. 


1752 FOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Austin, TX 


STATE “AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX HAYS 0101. 1943 0102. 


POP. 
$381 
1509 


2175 
2272 

755 

708 
2660 
2125 
1868 
1902 
3917 
4888 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
$13 
1778 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
1997 
4367 


TRACTS / 


POR. 
977 


FRACTS / 


PoP. 
6023 


TRACT 
©0207 


00 1¢ 
0023 
0025 
6036 
0043 
0082 
0063 
007 
0084 
o10¢ 


PERCE 


FRAC? 
00 1¢ 
OO 18 


PERCE 


TRAC) 
000: 
001! 


PERC! 


TRAC’ 
853: 


PERG 


FRAG 
010: 


TRACT POP. 
0207. 3243 
0010,93 5100 
0022. 2330 
0028. 2169 
6036. 615 
0042.95 2437 
0053. 3328 
0062. 1897 
0071. 4925 
0084. 5748 


6106.01 4583 


PERCENT 11.7 


FRACT POP. 
0010. 771 
0018. 1150 


PERCENT 8.1 


TRACT POP. 
0004. 879 
0015. 3397 


PERCENT 10.0 


TRACT POP. 
8537, 360 


PERGENT -6 


FRAGT POR. 
0103. 7271 


TRACT 


0208 . 


0014. 
0023. 
9029. 
0037. 
0043. 
-O1 
0063. 
0072. 
0085. 
0169, 


0055 


TRACT 


0011. 
0019. 


TRACT 


00068 . 
106. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


©105. 


POP, 
11987 


1648 
3641 
1674 
1169 
1971 
3025 
2765 
6945 
6080 

868 


POP. 
3121 
2446 


POP. 
3358 
8369 


POR. 


POP. 
3207 


TRACT 


0221. 


0017. 
0024. 
0031. 
0038, 
0044. 
-02 
0064. 
8.04 
0086. 
0110. 


0055 
0078 


TRACT 


0014. 
0020. 


TRACT 


0007 . 


TRACT 


TRACT 


Qf 


POP. 
3635 


3083 
3309 
2195 
3684 
2717 
4424 
2550 
9409 
6845 
4483 


POP. 
3293 
1§73 


POP. 
2427 


POP.. 


POP. 


FRACT 
0227. 


0018. 
0025. 
0032. 
9039. 
0046.95 
0086, 
0066.02 
0082.02 
0086 02 
0112,01 


TRACT 
0013. 


TRACT 
0008 . 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
§650 


1488 
4828 
1659 
2885 
1287 
1752 
1878 
$199 
4061 
5797 


POP. 
2650 


POP. 
772 


PGP 


POR. 


ClLEbE 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Austin, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX TRAVIS 0002 .03 958 0003.01 5831 0003 
0006.01 6802 0006.02 7887 0008 
0009.02 6231 0010. 5425 0011 
0023.04 4002 0023.05 5794 : 
TX WILLIAMSON 0210. 3123 


106079 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bakersfield, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
CA KERN 0013. 5720 0016. 1500 0021 


25895 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Baltimore, MD 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 

MD ANNE ARUNDEL 7028. 680 

MD BALTIMORE 4016.01 1096 4507. 2332 4508 

MD CARROLL 5053. 1809 

MD HARFORD 3025. 5722 

MO BALTIMORE 0103. 2639 0104. 1763 010£ 
0402. 3181 0501. 4349 060% 
0704. 3498 0802. 4784 0803 
080s. 4015 0904. 2172 Osos 
1002. 2677 1004. 1578 1102 
1301. 4661 1302. 4245 130% 
1403. 4842 1501. 4021 1502 
1512. 7992 1513. 7798 1601 
1701. 1815 1702. 3363 170% 
1901. 2982 1902. 3042 190° 
2004. 3473 2005. 4062 2101 
2302. 26395 2502.01 865 2503 
2603.03 2328 2604.03 4514 260€ 


2804.04 4003 


295887 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bangor, ME 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACI 
ME PENOBSCOT 0001. 488 0010. 589 


1077 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


RACT POP. 
0003.02 4755 
0008.02 3570 


0011. 1665 
ERCENT 19.8 
‘RACT POP. 
0021. 2968 
ERCENT 6.4 
'RACT POP. 


4508.01 1254 


0105. 2268 
0603. 2974 
0803.01 4243 
os0s. 2377 
1102. 4993 
1303. 3700 
1502. 4683 
1601. 5138 
1703. 5414 
1903. 3868 
2101. 1831 


2502.03 2392 
2606.01 3982 


9ERCENT 13.6 


FRACT POP. 


-9ERCENT 1.3 


TRACT 
0004.01 
0008 .03 
0012. 


TRACT 
0022. 


TRACT 


0201. 
0604. 
0804. 
0908. 
1204. 
1304. 
1503. 
1602. 
- 1801. 
2001. 
2102. 
2502.04 
2608. 


TRACT 


POP. 
3614 
2771 
3095 


POP. 
4084 


POP. 


2687 
3137 
3327 
6175 
2742 
3047 
3811 
4548 
1365 
3390 
5442 
7273 
2637 


POP. 


TRACT 
0004 


0013 


TRACT 


0025. 


TRACT 


0301. 
0605. 
0806. 
03909. 
1205. 
1401. 
1506. 
1603. 
1802. 
2002. 
2201. 
-02 
-O1 


2503 
2718 


TRACT 


-02 
0008 . 
-05 


POP. 
3039 
2871 
6489 


POP. 
5098 


POP. 


2938 
1927 
5775 
4701 
2471 
5402 
5715 
3297 
1755 
4904 
1120 
2920 
4842 


POP. 


TRACT 
0005. 
0009.01 
0021.10 


TRACT 
0048. 


TRACT 


0302. 
0703. 
0807. 
1001. 
1206. 
1402. 
1508 .02 
1604. 
1803. 
2003. 
2301. 
2506. 
2718.02 


TRACT 


POP. 

4165 
2150 
3338 


POP. 
6525 


POP. 


2850 
3024 


3944: 


2739 
2907 
3309 
1138 
5561 
2264 
3158 
1712 
1504 
6256 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





METROPOLITAN AREA: Baton Rouge, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 

LA ASCENSION 0308. 1449 

LA EAST BATON ROUGE 0003. 3017 0005. 6053 ooos. 
On14. 984 0@15. 3754 2021. 
0028. 10550 0030.01 7728 0030. 


78084 TOTAL POPULATEQN OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRAGTS / PERGEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Battle Creek, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY FRACT POR. FRAGT Por. TRACT 
MI CALHOUN 0001. 128 0003. 4156 0004. 


7466 TOTAL POPULATION BF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEREEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Beaumant-Port Arthur, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX JEFFERSON 0601.03 3007 0G07 . 4422 0008 , 
0016. 345 0017. 3177 0018. 
O54. 3579 O05? . 1973 aos8. 
TX ORANGE 9202. 9909 


46645 TOTAL POPULATFEQN OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METRGPBLITAN AREA: Beaver County, PA 


STATE ANG COUNTY TRACT PaP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
PA BEAVER G12. 4751 6015. 3598 


8349 TOTAL RPORULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bellingham, WA 


STAFE AND COUNTY TRACT eQP. TRACT PoP. TRACT 
W4 WHATCOM 9005. 7047 QG06 . 478 0010. 


13333 TOTAL BOBULATIGN GE QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METRGPGLEFAN AREA; Benton Harkor, MI 


STATE ANB. COUNTY TRACT ear. TRACT PoP. TRACT 
MI BERRIEN 0001. 376 6002 . 1676 0003. 
0208. 2953 


17390 TOTAL POPULATION QF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERGEN 


ACT POP. 
009. 7294 
21. 3227 
030.02 231 
RCENT 15.8 

AGT pap. 
004, 3182 
RCENT 5.2 

AGT ROP. 
008 , 1305 
018. 2946 
058. 902 
RCENT 12.4 

ACT PoP. 
RCENT 4.1 

ACT por. 
010. 5808 
RCENT 12.5 

ACT POP. 
1003 . 2315 


FREENT 10.0 


TFRACT 


0010. 
0022. 
0031. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0010. 
0022, 
o089. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0004. 


POP. 
6788 


2853 
9965 


POP. 


POP. 
2492 
3842 
2645 


POP. 


POP. 
2007 


TRACT 


0012. 
0024. 


TRACT 


TRAGT 
0014. 
0052. 
0061, 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
000s. 


POP. 


1395 
4190 


POP. 


POP. 
1123 


2789 


POP. 


eae. 


POP. 
3808 


TRACT 


0013. 
0025. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0015. 
0053. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0022. 


POP. 


2831 
5748 


POP. 


eoR. 
1029 
2251 


POP. 


eae. 


POP. 
4065 


ZUPPE 
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TABLE’ 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bergen-Passaic, NU 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT - POP. TF 
NU PASSAIC — - -. -99752.-° (9444 > 9753.> ~* 6468 “4 
1802. 7963 1803. 5965 1 
1806 2963 1809. 9283 { 
1816.01 313 4616.02 9899 ‘ 
1821. 3076 NBR. 9123 : 


116430 TOTAL POPULATION oF (QUALIFIED: 6ENsus — / ri 


METROPOLITAN AREA: BITLINgs, Mt 


STATE AND COUNTY tract POP. That poe. ft 
MT YELLOWSTONE Oo01. 1169 0062. 8737 ¢ 


@800 TOTAL PoPULAT ion OF “QUALIFIED. CENSUS tkatts / i 


etvenenes tia AREA: B1VORI*GUIFREER, MS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRAET PoP. Tt 
MS HARRISON 0001. 1774 0003. 4712 ( 


- 10091 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Binghamton, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT PGP. Ti 
NY BROOME ‘0005. 2571 0011. -1172 ( 


7928 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / -PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Birmingham, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. Tt 
At JEFFERSON 0005 . 6926 0006 . 2138 : 
0618. $144 0017. ' 699 ( 
0025. 374 0626.01 636 ( 
0029. $023 0030.02 5072 ( 
o642. 8474 6644. 1689 ( 
0101. 4863 0102. 4353 ( 


AL WALKER Cae). #161 


114708 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


TRACT POP. 


4754. 6702 
1804. 4086 
1842. 4597 
1817.01 14123 
1823. . 7659 


/ PERCENT 8.6. 


fhict BOD. 
6003. 3894 
/ PERGENT 8.1 
TRACT bop. 
0018. 3605 


/ PERCENT 5.5 


TRACT POP. 
0012. 1047 


/ PERCENT 3.0 


TRACT OP. 
0007. 6317 
0018.01 2132 
0626.02 1366 
9032. 4317 
6045. 1939 
0103.02 7287 


PERCENT 13.0 


TRACT 


1755. 
1805. 
1813. 
.02 
1828. 


1817 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0013. 


FRACT 


0008 . 
0019. 
0027. 
0033. 
0046. 


01 


POP. 
5543 
1633 
6116 
2931 
3083 


PoP. 


Pop. 


Pop. 
3138 


POP. 
6585 
749 
3056 
3725 
673 


0106.02 5911 


TRACT 


1758. 
1806. 
1614; 
1616. 
1629. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0009. 


0023 
0028 


04 
-01 


0039. 


005 1 
0136 


-O1 
-02 


POP. 
8274 
5085S 
9837 
2446 


2614 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
3269 
1516 
650 
2435 
4524 
122 


TRACT 


1759. 
1807. 
1815. 
1820. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0010, 
0024. 
-02 
0041. 
0055. 
0137. 


0028 

















POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1270 
2918 

391 
2441 
4711 
3012 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Bismarck, ND 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT. POP. TRACT 
ND MORTON 0204. 3248 ; 


3248 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bloomington, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
IN MONROE 0001. 2991 0002.01 7587 0002. 


19484 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bloomington-Normal, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
IL MCLEAN 0001.01 76 0002. 7999 0016. 


10619 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Boise City, ID 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
ID ADA 0001. 2938 0011. 3600 


6538 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Boston, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 


MA ESSEX 2061. 2975 2062. 4056 2068. 

MA MIDDLESEX 34173. 3327 3427. 1190 3513. 
3539. 5196 

MA NORFOLK 4102. 300 4173. 391 

MA SUFFOLK 0006.02 4530 0007.02 6284 0101. 
0104. 11072 0302. 1470 0402. 
0503. 1784 0504. 1695 0505. 
0605. 3065 O606. 690 0607. 
0611. 2095 0612. 711 0614. 
0703. 2734 O711. 1037 0712. 
0804. 1679 0805. 4236 0806. 
0813. 4094 0814. 17.19 . 0815. 
0819. 3157 0820. 3450 0821. 
0905. 1295 0906. 1955 0907. 
0943. 2382 0914. 2378 O915. 
0920. 5281 0923. 2887 0924. 


1041.02 4193 1102. 1727 1203. 





ACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


RCENT 4.1 


203. 5154 1205. 2186 1601. 5030 1602. 3184 


E 
= 
ACT POP. - TRACT POP. TRACT POP. ~~ TRACT POP. ® 
002.02 8906 o. 
RCENT 19.7 & 
= 
- 
—~ 
ACT POP. TRACT POP. —- TRACT POP. § TRACT POP. < 
016. 2544 2 
RCENT 8.9 a 
Zz 
§ 
a 
& 
ACT POP. = TRACT POP. = TRACT POP. TRACT POP. bing 
RCENT 3.8 . 
3 
© 
Q 
o. 
a 
< 
ACT POP. §_TRAGT POP. TRACT POP. = TRACT POP. > 
068. 2217 2069. 2478 2070. 1610 2072. 2398 |fr . 
513. 4337 3522. 1687 3524. 1974 3527. 2369 |§09 
n 
‘ nm 
101.01 4573 0101.02 3283 0102. 7686 0103. 4567 |—N 
402. 1216 0408. 1725 0501. 3937 0502. 3629 |fis 
505. 1473 0506. 1352 0507. 1217 osos. = 9282 1B 
607. 1883 0608. 991 0609. 2125 0610. 2955 
614. 320 0702. 3552 0704. 1821 o708. 2830 |f— 
712. «= 1186 0801. 314 0802. 1420 0803. 2384 |fZ 
06. 1033 0808. 1977 0810. 4737 0812. 4131 e 
815. 2545 0816. 651 0817. 3576 0818. 2642 |f6 
S21. = 5705 0901. 4711 0902. 2106 0903. 3253 |f& 
907. 3000 0908. 1024 0909. 1426 0912. 3189 
915. 4592 0916. 2600 0918. 3354 0919. 3433 : 
924. $738 1001 4226 1002. 2546 1003. 3490 

























TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Boston, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
MA SUFFOLK 1604. 2146 1605. 7873 13 


281628 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Boulder“Longmont, CO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
CO BOULDER 0122.02 4288 0122.05 2552 1 


14299 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bradenton, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP... TRE 
FL MANATEE . 0001.02 1522 


4899 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEt 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Brémerton, WA’ 


STATE ANO COUNTY TRACT Bop. TRACT pop. TRI 
WA KITSAP 0810. 3566 0813. 736 


4362 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 7 Pei 


METROPOLITAN AREA:- Bridgéport-Milford, CT 

STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRi 

CT FAIRFIELD 0703. 2474 6764. 3274 
6708. 3317 6713. 2898 0’ 
0739. 3707 0740. 1431 6’ 


46415 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Brockton, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
Ma PLYMOUTH $104. 8555 $109. 2319 


$874 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Brownsvilie-Harlingeri, Tx 


STATE AND COUNTY fRACT pop. = TRACT pop. ss Th 
tx GAMERON 6169. 9661 O1i0: 4897 6 
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TABLE 1. IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: -Brownsville- 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
TX CAMERON 0138.01 


41714 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


Harlingen, TX 


POP. TRACT 


4650 0138.02 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Bryan-College Station, TX 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT 
TX. BRAZOS 0005.. 


17210 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Buffalo, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
NY ERIE 0003. 
oe 0014.02 
0026. 
0032.02 
0044.02 
0070. 
0121. 


125571 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Burlington, 


STATE AND COUNTY. TRACT 
NT CHITTENDEN 0003. 


10704 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA:. Canton, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
OH STARK... 7001. 
7023. 


22173 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN -AREA: Casper, WY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT ' 
WY NATRONA- 0001. 


1600 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


POP. TRACT 
5200 0006.01 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
980 0004. 
4103 0015. 
1805 0027.01 
5786 0033.02 
3684 0059. 
4384 0071.01 
1357 
QUALIFIED CENSUS 
VT 
POP. TRACT 
3354 0004. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
1622 7016. 
1790 7024. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
1600 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
5039 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
210 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
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3941 
4518 
5966 
4343 
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TRACTS / 
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TRACTS / 


TRACT 
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PERCENT 
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0062 .¢ 
007 4 .¢ 


PERCEN’ 


TRACT 
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PERCEN 


TRACT 
7017. 
7025. 


PERCEN 


TRACT 


PERCEN 


\CT POP. 


139.01 2886 
CENT 19.9 

\CT PoP. 
014. 3274 
CENT 18.4 

ACT POP. 
512. 4178 
516. 5990 
)27.02 6001 
534. 5442 
162.01 1885 
171.02 3243 
2CENT 12.4 

ACT POP. 
005. 3508 
RCENT 9.7 

ACT POP. 
017. 3872 
625. 2238 
RCENT 5.5 

ACT PoP. 


RCENT 2.2 


TRACT 
0139.03 
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0013.01 
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TRACT 
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POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Cedar Rapids, IA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 5 
IA LINN 0019. 2362 0020. 1727 


9653 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
IL CHAMPAIGN 0001. 477 0002. 2214 
0059. 6236 0060. 4571 


29056 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Charleston, SC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
SC BERKELEY 0202. 6277 
SC CHARLESTON 0004. 2669 0007. 2163 
wo 0012. 2023 0013. 2388 
rTi 0041. 1387 0045. 2963 
~ 
= 45095 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 
c> 
2 METROPOLITAN AREA: Charleston, WV 
= STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
> WV KANAWHA 0002. 3043 0003. 1156 
<= 
Yr 5114 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / | 
rm 
i. METROPOLITAN AREA: Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, NC-SC 
to STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
NC GASTON 0319. 3029 0320. 3900 
NC ‘MECKLENBURG 0003. 662 0004. 1104 
0009. 2636 0023. 2732 
0047. 2410 0049. 215 
NC ROWAN 0501. 632 
sc YORK 0004.02 1502 0005. 5733 


59730: TOTAL. POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Charlottesville, VA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
VA CHARLOTTESVILLE 0002.02 3733 0004.01 2907 


9986 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


‘METROPOLITAN AREA: Chattanooga, TN-GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
TN HAMILTON 9001. 
0016. 
0027. 


POP. 
3370 
3060 
1162 


TRACT 


9003. 
0019. 
0031. 


POP. 
3463 
7515 

872 


TRA 
ac 
oC 


38519 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Cheyenne. WY 


STATE AND COUNTY 
WY LARAMIE 


TRACT 
0001. 


1739 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Chicago, 


STATE AND COUNTY 
It COOK 


TRACT 
0101. 
0320. 
0623. 
0805. 
0818. 
2208. 
2215. 
2223. 
2303. 
2316. 
2406. 
2412. 
2420. 
2429. 
2501. 
2520. 
2604, 
2610. 
2706. 
2712. 
2718. 
2805. 
2812. 
2818. 
2833. 
2841. 
2906. 
2912. 
2919. 


TL 


POP. 
17393 


TRACT 


POP. 


TRA 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


POP. 
6309 
1123 
1488 
4346 
834 
85 
3335 
1134 
1236 
2635 
1443 
2463 
4984 
2293 
429 
9122 
2888 
4372 
1085 
1850 
1788 
4621 
945 
580 
479 
967 
646 
3921 
631 


TRACT 


0312. 
0321. 
0625. 
0807. 
0819. 
2210. 
2216. 
2225. 
2305. 
2317. 
2407. 
2414, 
2421. 
2430. 
2514. 
2522. 
2605. 
2701. 
2707. 
2713. 
2719. 
2806. 
2813. 
2819. 
2836. 
2842. 
2907. 
2913. 
2920. 


POP. 
§558 
7985 
1471 

124 
1889 
3233 
3866 
2007 
3137 
1476 
1719 
4551 
3865 
2973 
6722 


12073 


3558 
508 
969 

2346 

1007 
183 

1167 
449 

62 
962 

1260 

4375 

1174 


TRACT 
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POP. 
4847 
1726 
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TRACT 
0315. 
0514. 
0626. 
080s. 
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4441. 
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2515. 
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2606. 
2702. 
2708. 
2714, 
2801. 
2807. 
2814. 
2826. 
2837. 
2843. 
2908. 
2914. 
2921. 


POP. 
9567 
2896 
1313 
6663 
84 
5745 
3225 
2553 
6797 
436 
2104 
3792 
4280 
2771 
7463 


1376 . 


4503 
2127 
905 
3925 
174 
512 
574 
214 
219 


1227 
2515 
108 1 


TRACT 
9008 . 
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0316. 
0515. 
0627. 
0809. 
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2212. 
2218. 
2228. 
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2433. 
2517. 
2601. 
2607. 
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2802. 
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2815. 
2827. 
2838. 
2902. 
2909. 
2915. 
2922. 


POP. 
1913 
13793 


POP, 
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3031 
1487 
2761 
840 


3404 
1418 

934 
3995 


2513 
4960 
7281 
3052 
2888 
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4013 
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562 
1542 
193 
5924 
1295 
2257 
3090 
1695 
7628 
3413 
4551 
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2149 
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POP. 


PoP. 
8644 
1343 
2927 
4632 
1318 
4184 
1014 
2080 
9126 
1773 
2538 

315 
2686 
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9144 
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4618 
1592 
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1396 
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1154 
1238 
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973 
1243 
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0804. 
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2411. 
2419. 
2428. 
2436. 
2519. 
2603. 
2609. 
2705. 
a7Tv"A; 
2717. 
2804. 
2814. 
2817. 
2832. 
2840. 
2905. 
2911. 
2918. 
2924. 


POP. 
1832 
5064 


POP. 


POP. 
2276 
3332 
4659 
11858 
609 
3238 
2190 
2523 
11173 
1253 
4802 
1291 
1623 
270 
10437 
3011 
2896 
1951 
2552 
1818 
4347 
384 
772 
3210 
1457 
1340 
6491 
888 
3963 


Qlpse 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)}(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Chicago, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
IL COOK 2925. 6478 3001. 2347 3002 
3009. 5507 3012. 4440 3014 
3106. 8207 3108. 5927 3109 
3206. 1485 3302. 1777 3303 
3405. 1785 3406. 2292 3502 
3509. 105 3511. 7586 3512 
3601. 1034 3602. 5543 3603 
3702. 1758 3703. 1164 3704 
3804. 1780 3805. 3029 3806 
3810. 3105 3811. 675 3812 
3816. 2180 3817. 5681 3818 
3902. 2357 3903. 3324 3904 
4004. 4534 4005. 3560 4006 
4106. 2527 4113. 772 4201 
4205. 3756 4206. 3339 4207 
42141. 2675 4212. 1994 4303 
4313. 12811 4401. 10463 4607 
5.105. 4450 5401. 13539 5602 
6014. 864 6101. 1220 6103 
6119. 4791 6120. 3427 6121 
6702. 3062 6703. 2721 6704 
6711. 2325 6712. 2642 671% 
6801. 957 6802. 6834 680: 
6807. 2091 6808. 2129 680¢ 
6813. 4901 6814. 5354 6901 
6905. 1376 6906. 744 6907 
6915. 2864 7101. 1854 817% 


994907 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Chico, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 
CA BUTTE 0005. 3837 0013. 3178 002 


10505 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
KY CAMPBELL 0501. 2844 0502. 2132 050 
KY KENTON 0603. 2762 0604. 2485 O60 
OH HAMILTON 0003.01 2987 0003.02 2603 000: 

0010. 2322 0011. 1708 . 0O1 


0018. 2423 0019. 





6704. 
6713. 
6803. 
6809. 
6901. 
6907. 
8173. 


POP. 
1225 

967 
5859 
3233 
3083 

939 
2586 
1358 
3694 
2837 
3090 
3409 
1264 
1075 
5808 
4393 
$128 
5107 
4654 
2719 
3090 
4943 
2205 
6624 
2673 

459 
3179 


PERCENT 16.4 


TRACT 
0028. 


POP. 
3490 


PERCENT 7.3 


TRACT 
0505. 
0605. 


0014. 
0021. 


POP. 
3398 
1284 
749 
873 
1694 


TRACT 
3003. 
3101. 
3110. 
3304. 
3504. 
3513. 
3604. 
3801. 
3807. 
3813. 
3819. 
4001. 
4007. 
4202. 
4208. 
4304. 
4608. 
5811. 
6104. 
6122. 
6706. 
6715. 
6804. 
6810. 
6902. 
6908. 
8290. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
O606. 


0015. 
0022. 


POP. 
1905 

411 
6423 


2766 
1827 
4169 
3151 
2070 

416 
1819 
3262 
2277 
2343 
3555 
4114 
1265 

688 
2460 
2527 
3479 
5640 
2690 
6213 

374 
3269 
4324 


POP. 


POP. 


3044 
2003 
3727 
3411 


6811. 
6903. 


8297. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0607. 


0016. 
0023. 


POP. 

558 
1936 

238 

196 
1237 
1863 
3416 
2020 
2453 
3098 
3713 
5958 
7656 
2240 
4036 
5959 
2384 

183 

231 

156 
2989 
4203 
3076 
6927 
3187 
5206 
6555 


POP. 


POP. 


2701 

373 
2961 
3055 


TRACT 
3007. 
3105. 
3205. 
3402. 
3508. 
3515. 
3701. 
3803. 
3809. 
3815. 
3901. 
4003. 
4104. 
4204. 
4210. 
4310. 
4914. 
6009. 
6113. 
6701. 
6709. 
6717. 
6806. 
6812. 
6904. 
6912. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
o609. 


0017. 
0025. 


POP. 
5443 
2099 
1888 
5319 


5430 
1552 
4755 
2349 
1826 
2114 
3424 

660 
2310 
3192 
1558 
4816 
3900 
3142 
2782 
2225 
3247 
3057 
6017 
4907 
3895 


POP. 


POP. 


2715 
2616 
2307 
2577 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. T 

OH HAMILTON 0026. 3519 0028. 2198 0 
0035. 1793 0036. 1928 oO 
0044. 2290 0047.02 1427 oO 
0077. 4908 0080. 7744 oO 
0093. 5089 0219. 1080 0 


150745 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE) 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Clarksville-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
T™N MONTGOMERY 1008. 3514 


3514 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Cleveland, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
OH CUYAHOGA 1012. 3028 1013. 2252 1 
1033. 2314 1034. 4422 1 
1041. 1964 1042. 1057 1 
1047. 1933 1048. 2172 1 
1075. 405 1077. 504 1 
1086. $36 1087. 1065 1 
1097. 1802 1098. 3038 1 
1112. 1450 1113. 685 1 
1119. 3321 he 3B 2807 1 
1126. 2142 1127. 1129 1 
1133. 1997 1134. 1846 1 
1139. 173 1141. 1726 1 
1147. 1727 1148. 1416 1 
1165. 5198 1166. 5584 1 
1181. 2603 1182. 4031 1 
1187. 3449 1188. 2822 1 
1198. 5823 1199. 3503 1 
1206. 5510 1507. 4813 1 


240672 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Colorado Springs, CO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
cO EL PASO 0013.01 2584 0022. 2880 Cc 


20756 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 





TRACT 
0030. 
0037. 
0066. 
0085 .02 
0227. 


POP. 
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2613 
2974 
3159 
5259 


/ PERCENT 10.8 
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TRACT 
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1035. 
1043. 
1055. 
1079, 
1088. 
1099. 
1114. 
1122. 
1128. 
1135. 
1142. 
1149. 
1168. 
1183. 
1189. 
1201. 
1509. 


POP. 

785 
3163 
1026 
2421 
1594 
1349 

130 
3480 
2734 


1881- 


2865 
1031 
3393 
6123 
3920 
4047 

843 
1894 


/ PERCENT 12.7 


TRACT 
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POP. 
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/ PERCENT 6.7 


TRACT 
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0067. 
0086.01 


TRACT 


TRACT 
1026. 
1037. 
1044. 
1072. 
1083. 
1089. 
1104. 
1115. 
1423. 
1129. 
1136. 
1143. 
1155. 
1169. 
1184. 
1191. 
1202. 
1618. 


TRACT 
0026. 


POP. 
2107 
3394 
4014 
$889 


POP. 


POP. 
2164 
1577 

722 

565 
1369 
2446 

415 
2005 
1794 
1496 
2368 
3026 

833 
4410 
3289 

8399 
4169 
1493 


POP. 
1212 


TRACT 
0033. 
00393. 
0068. 
0087. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
1028. 
1038. 
1045. 
1073. 
1084, 
1093. 
1106. 
1417. 
4124. 
1131. 
1137. 
1144. 
1161. 
1172. 
1185. 
1192. 
1203. 


TRACT 
0044. 


POP. 
2432 
3152 
5369 
1768 


POP. 


POP. 

2584 
2960 
1401 


1676 
1624 
581 
2929 
2547 
1139 
504 
536 
1673 
6057 
2301 
2601 
931 


POP. 
13219 


TRACT 
0034. 
0043. 
0074. 
0091. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
1032. 
1039. 
1046. 
1074. 
1085. 
1096. 
1191. 
11418. 
1125. 
1132. 
1138. 
1145. 
1164. 
1173. 
1186. 
#193. 
1204. 


TRACT 


POP. 
1600 

940 
2819 
2155 


POP. 


POP. 

970 
3492 
1450 


229 
309 
783 
2153 
2093 
733 
2975 
1132 
§201 
4943 
4156 
5685 
4246 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Columbia, MO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MO BOONE 0001. 525 0002. 2727 
0013. 2446 


18594 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Célumbia, SC 


STATE AND. COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. 
SC RIGHLAND 0005. 3194 0009. 3342 
0016. 1184 0019.. 3600 
6109. 2953 6117,01 3169 


40397 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED GENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Columbus, GA-AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP, TRAGT POP. 
AL RUSSELL 0301. 1419 0302. 2165 
GA MUSCOGEE 0001. 465 0063 . 1469 

0024. 2103 0028. 2479 


34223 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Columbus, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRAGT POP. 

OH FRANKLIN 0007.30 $364 0011.10 3190 
0015. 3339 0016. 2508 
0022. 2303 9023. 1626 
0030. 180 0031. 797 
0038. 2786 0039; 1679 
0080. $300 0081. 4206 
0061. 4234 0078.34 3436 

OH LICKING 0001; 1144 

OH MADISON 0440. 1802 

OH PICKAWAY 0201. 2264 0213. 1766 


139289 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Corpus Christi, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
TX NUECES 0002. 487 0003. 576 

0012. 608 1 0613. 4819 
TX SAN PATRICIO 0113, 5667 


60442 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED GENSUS TRACTS / 


CTS 


ae 


ae ae aS oe a ee 


5 


TRACT POP. 
0003. 4449 
PERGENT 18.5 


TRACT POP. 
0016. 5455 
0020.62 371 


PERGENT 9.9 


TRACT POP. 
0308. 4805 
0013. 1385 
0027. 2481 

PERCENT 14.3 


TRACT POP. 


6011.20 11219 
0017. 3333 
0024.. $28 
6034. 347 
6040, 1408 


0053. $155 
6078.20 4607 


'S / PERCENT 11.5 


TRACT PoP. 
0004. 3015 
661%. $844 


rs / PERCENT 18.5 


TRACT 
0005. 


TRACT 
0013. 
0028. 


TRACT 


0014. 
0028. 


TRACT 
6612. 
6618.10 
0627.10 
6038. 
6044. 
6084.10 
6687.30 


TRACT 
0009. 
0016. 


POP. 
3219 


POP. 
4259 
1875 


POP. 


2651 
3904 


POP, 
4964 
3639 
4816 

913 


2764 
2843 


POP. 
§873 


11001 


TRACT 
0008 . 


TRACT 
0014. 
0105.02 


TRACT 


0015. 
0032. 


TRACT 
0013. 
0018.20 
0028. 
0636. 


0056. 10 
6093.31 


TRACT 
0010. 
0017. 


POP. 
3394 


POP. 
1113 
1161 


POP. 


1494 


‘3772 


POP. 
6759 
2979 
3970 
2847 
1262 
9072 
1984 


POP. 
$399 
8854 


TRACT 
0009. 


TRACT 
0015. 
0106. 


TRACT 


0016. 


TRACT 
0014. 
0021. 
0629. 
0037. 
0043. 


0066. 
6697.30 


TRACT 
0011. 


PoP. 
1834 


PoP. 
1188 
7623 


POP. 


3631 


POP. 
2826 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Cumberland, MD-WV 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
MD ALLEGANY 0007. 5501 0009. 443 001 


8673 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Dallas, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 

TX COLLIN 0309. 5974 

TX DALLAS 0013.02 3866 0015.01 6475 001 
0020. 6102 0021. 165 002 
0025. 3062 0027.01 5717 002 
0032.02 124 0033. 1078 00; 
0038. 3772 0039.01 2412 003 
0046. 2337 0047. 3006 004 
0055. 5387 0056. 6543 OOS 
0087.01 6455 0087.03 3973 OO& 
0102. 3764 0103. 3858 O1C 
0114.02 1026 0115. 5842 ois 

TX DENTON 0207. 2884 02093. 3296 021 

TX ELLIS 0604. 4001 0605. 2211 06 ' 

TX KAUFMAN 0505. 4808 0510. 1735 


245945 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Danbury, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
CT FAIRFIELD 2101. 3962 2102. 5045 


9007 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Davenport-Rock Isltand-Moline, IA-IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
IL ROCK ISLAND 0225. 235 0226. 564 02: 
1A SCOTT 0105. 1341 0106. 4273 O01 


16463 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Dayton-Springfield, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
OH CLARK : 0001. 972 0002. 2856 OO 
OH MONTGOMERY 0001. 756 0002. 828 on 


0019. 1361 0025. 2501 y 


TRACT 
0010. 


POP. 
2729 


PERCENT 10.8 


TRACT 


0015.02 
0022.01 
0027 .02 
0034. 
0039.02 
0048. 
0057. 
0087 .04 
0104. 
0159. 
0210. 
0610. 


POP. 


3808 

933 
3267 
3772 
2809 
3272 
6218 
7002 
1877 
3656 
5358 
3021 


PERCENT 12.6 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0234. 
0107. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0003. 


0026. 


POP. 


POP. 
2726 
3045 


4.3 


POP. 
3197 
1955 
4835 


TRACT 


TRACT 


~ 0016. 


0022.02 


0035. 
0040. 
0049. 
0069. 
0089. 
0105. 
0190.13 
0211. 
0616. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0236. 
0109. 


TRACT 
0009.01 


0028. 


POP. 


POP. 


3219 
2071 

957 
2370 
2309 
5221 
2233 
6223 
3663 
4060 
1835 
4568 


POP. 


POP. 
3010 
1269 


POP. 
3768 
2677 
4759 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0017 


0086 
0093 


0212. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


-02 
0023. 
0029. 
0036. 
0041. 
00so. 
-O1 
-03 
0106. 


-02 
0016. 
0029. 


POP. TRACT 
POP. TRACT 
1853 0019. 
1810 0024. 
3208 0030. 
1615 0037. 
2258 0043. 
3219 0051. 
4173 0086 .02 
4105 0101. 
6600 0114.01 
2712 

POP. TRACT 
POP. TRACT 
POP.. TRACT 
1613 0012. 
4988 0017. 


1931 0030. 


POP. 


POP. 


1215 
2480 

242 
4764 
2939 
2381 
2875 
9187 
4714 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
5656 
2564 

795 
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STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
OH MONTGOMERY 0031. 
0039. 
0064. 


80641 TOTAL POPULATION .OF 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
FL VOLUSIA 0814. 


19458 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Decatur, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
AL MORGAN 6005. 


. 1613 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Decatur, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
IL MACON 0001. 


9424. TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Denver, CO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 

CO ARAPAHOE 0054.03 

CO DENVER 6004.02 
6011.02 
6019. 
0025. 
0031.01 
0045.02 


416296 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: 06S Moihes, 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
IA POLK 0012. 
0027. 


METROPO'.ITAN AREA: Dayton-Springfield, OH 


POP. TRACT 
1279 0032. 
4631 0040. 
3002 0065. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Daytona Beach, FL 


POP. TRACT 
1128 0615. 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
1613 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
§25 GO0S . 


QUALIFIED GENSUS 


POP. TRACT 
630 0065.01 
6689 0006 . 


3114 0015. 
3639 0020. 
1004 0026.01 
1943 0031.02 
6199 0054.01 


QUALIFIED CENSUS 


IA 
PoP. TRACT 
3870 0013. 


4510 0034. 





TABLE “RS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 

1577 
1110 
3174 


TRACTS / 


PoP. 
2546 


TRACTS / 


POP, 


TRACTS , 


POP. 
4721 


TRACTS , 


POP. 
825 
2498 
3654 
751 
2656 
3494 
196 


TRACTS , 


POP. 
3422 
2994 








7 
10 
4 


Ts / 


STs / 


sfs / 


28 


54 
1 
56 
34 
56 


CTS / 


P. 
22 





TRACT 
0033. 
0044. 
0904. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0819. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
6007. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


0607.02 
0016. 
6021. 
0026.02 
0036.01 
0054.02 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0014. 
0036: 





1742 
3211 
5105 


POP. 
3589 


7.5 


POP. 


POP. 
861 


7.2 


POP. 


6005 
3960 
6177 
41670 
4928 
3910 


8.1 


POP. 
2269 
673 


0036. 
0046. 


TRACT 


0820. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0008. 


TRACT 


0008 . 
017.01 
0023: 
0027. 
0036. 


0017 


TRACT 


0023. 


o1 


488 
1125 


PoP, 
2576 


PoP, 


POP. 
3317 


PoP. 
2160 
5343 


4392 
4622 


‘POP. 
1561 


0037. 
0047. 


TRACT 


0821. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0010. 
0017. 
0024. 
0027. 
0041; 


TRACT 


0025. 


556 
3357 


POP. 
6970 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


3381 
2030 
3131 
5057 
3406 


POP. 
624 


0038. 
0048. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0011 
0024 


TRACT 


0026. 


-O1 
0018. 

-02 
0028. 
0044. 


02 


248 
2024. 


POP. 
2649 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


2908 
2353 
2005 
4567 
6390 


POP. 
2549 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: Des Moines, IA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Detroit, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. 
MI MACOMB 2046. 3806 
MI MONROE 0318. 2250 
MI OAKLAND 1011.04 3448 
1098.02 2160 

MI ST. CLAIR 6002. 4218 
MI WAYNE 5045. 1758 
: 5077. 2434 
5105. 5732 

5111. 992 

5117. 2088 

5127. 3562 

§135. 2936 

5141. 6075 

5147. 3016 

$153. 3839 

5164. 3003 

5173. 927 

5181. 875 

5187. 2621 

5205. 1810 

5213. 2037 

5219. 2103 

$231. 2688 

§245. 1640 

5256. 2448 

5306. 2308 

5313. 2236 

5320. 1745 

5328. 2464 

5334. 7005 

5346. 3661 

5521. 4655 

5532. . 3231 

5735. 4297 


TRACT 


TRACT 


2047. 


1011 


-02 
1100. 
6004. 
5046. 
5078. 
5106. 
5112. 
$122. 
5128. 
5136. 
5142. 
5148. 
5155. 
5165. 
5174. 
5182. 
5188. 
5206. 
5214. 

. 5220. 
§233. 
5251. 
5258. 
5307. 
5314. 
5321. 
5329. 
5335. 
5352. 
5523. 
5533. 
5744. 


TABLE. 1 IRS Section 42(d)(S)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 


POP. 
2344 


2336 
2408 
3005 
3021 
4582 
4924 
1689 
3386 
1976 
3921 
4566 
2595 
1891 
542 
1926 
2018 
2621 
3985 
1229 
2373 
4526 
4529 
2402 
3987 
3542 
2580 
2521 
3071 
4836 


. 3066 


3859 
99 


TRA 


25944’ TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


TRA 


567669 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 7.1 


TRACT POP. 
1094. 3222 
6005. 2353 
5047. 6427 
5080. 5811 
5107. 1864 — 
5113. 2332 
5123. 3967 
5129. 3415 
5137. 1804 
5143. 2560 
5149. 2662 
5156. 2294 
5166. 2580 
5175. 3609 
5183. 1511 
5201. 237 
5207. 1651 - 
$215. 2396 
5221. 3758 
5234. 3915 
5252. 2028 
5264. 2609 
5308. 2134 
5315. 6736 
5322. 2306 
5330. 3469 
5336. 5386 
5364. 6863 
5525. 2093 
5534. 2852 
5848. 7374 


/ PERCENT 12.6 


TRACT 


TRACT 


1095. 


6008. 
5048. 
5101. 
5108. 
5114. 
5124. 
5130. 
5138. 
5144. 
5150. 
5161. 
5168. 
5176. 
5184. 
5202. 
5209. 
5216. 
5222. 
5235. 
5253. 
5265. 
5309. 
5317. 
5324. 
5331. 
5337. 
5372. 
5526. 
5537. 
5918. 


POP . 


POP. 


492 


2950 
5435 
2083 
3194 
1677 
5457 
2487 
1913 
2192 
3674 
3255 
3795 
3291 
2571 
2130 


3162 
2524 
3880 
1709 
2204 
3114 
4336 
3597 
3641 
2840 
2551 
2518 
4008 
2267 


TRACT 


TRACT 
1096. 


5072. 
5103. 
5109. 
5115. 
5125. 
5131. 
5139. 
5145. 
5151. 
5162. 
5169. 
5178. 
5185. 
5203. 
S211. 
5217. 
5223. 
5236. 
5254. 
5301. 
5310. 
5318. 
5325. 
5332. 
5341. 
5437. 
$527. 
5669. 


POP. 


POP. 


4769 


2915 
2082 
2980 
2207 
2884 
3591 
2957 
3071 
3844 
2258 
1641 
1359 
4393 
2398 
1960 
1434 
5197 


5249 
$725 
3121 
5970 
3111 
3144 
4019 
4333 

596 
1493 


TRACT 


TRACT 


1097. 


5076. 
$104. 
5110. 
5116. 
5126. 
5134. 
5140. 
5146. 
5152. 
5163. 
5172. 
5180. 
5186. 
5204. 
5212. 
5218. 
5224. 
5237. 
5255. 
5303. 
5341. 
5319, 
5327. 
5333. 
5345. 
5454. 
5530. 
5708. 


POP. 


POP. 


2859 


3938 
4394 
2279 
5968 
2333 
3474 
3409 
2773 
3636 
2591 
1443 
2442 
3281 
2311 
2143 
2644 
3063 
3148 
3581 
4166 
4101 
2215 
1809 
3724 
2934 
4226 
2640 
3305 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(0)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Dothan, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY POP. 


TRACT TRACT 
AL HOUSTON 0406. 3156 0413.- 
7665S TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Dubuque, IA 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT Pop. TRACT 
IA DUBUQUE 0001. 2427 0002. 


3669 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Duluth, MN-WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 

MN ST. LOUIS 0016. 1860 0017. 
0032. 1352 

WI DOUGLAS 0201. 2369 0202. 


14805 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: E1 Paso, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX EL PASO 0016. 6356 0017. 
: 0026. 3005 6027. 


43183 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Elkhart-Goshen, IN 
TRACT 
0028. 


TRACT 
0026. 


STATE AND COUNTY 
IN ELKHART 


POP. 
5124 


5751 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Elmira, NY 


STATE “AND COUNTY 
NY CHEMUNG 


TRACT 
0007. 


POP. 
735 


TRACT 
0008. 


7115 TOFAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


TRA 


PoP. 
320 04 
TRACTS / PEF 
POP. TRE 
1242 
TRACTS / PEF 
POP. TRI 
2171 oO 
824 
TRACTS / PEI 
POP. TRI 
1813 or 
855 or 
TRACTS / PEI 
POP. TRi 
627 
TRACTS / PEI 
POP. TR 
2681 6 


TRACTS / PE 


—_ 


See 


TRACT 
0414. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
PERCENT 


TRACT 
0018. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0018. 
0028. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
PERCENT 


TRACT 
0010. 


PERCENT 


POP. 
4189 


6.3 


POP. 
3.9 


POP. 
2430 


POP. 
2775 
7918 


93.0 


POP. 


POP. 
3699 


7.3 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0019. 


TRACT 
0019. 
0029. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1880 


POP. 
3556 
3536 


POP. 


“POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0025. 


TRACT 
0020. 
0030. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
913 


POP. 
3234 
5600 


POP. 


PoP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0028. 


TRACT 
0021. 
0035.01 


TRACT 


“TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1006 


POP. 
4467 
68 


POP. 


Pap. 






$991 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(0)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA; Erie, -PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
PA ERIE - 0001. 1494 ©003. 5072 


- $327 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED.CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Eugene-Springfield, OR 


STATE. AND COUNTY “Tract por. TRACT POP. . 
OR LANE d 0038. 5937 0039. 2077 


17963 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Evansville, IN-KY 


STATE AND. COUNTY TRACT _ POR. TRACT Pap. 


IN> VANDERBURGH 0012. 3689 0014. 4178 
: 0021: 2840 - 0025. 2567 
KY HENDERSON 0202. 2350 eid 


28060 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fall River, MARI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. 
MA BRISTOL 6403. 7109 6410. 3247 


17694 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fargo*Moorhead, ND-MN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT pop. TRACT pop. 
ND CASS 0003. 3162 9007. 1428 


5 @$77 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fayetteville, NC 


STATE AND COUNTY -FRACT POP. TRACT POR. 
NC CUMBERLAND +0002. 2787 0003. ‘1482 


8426 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fayettevilie-Springdate, AR 


STATE “AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRact POP. 
AR WASHINGTON ‘0108. 9406 0109. 4629 


8035 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


TRAC 
001: 


PERC! 


TRaC 
004 


PERC 


TRAC 
901 


PERC 


TRAC 
641 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRAC 


PERC 


TRACT POP. 
0012. 3180 


PERCENT 5.5 


TRACT POP, 
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TABLE -1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACT 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Fitchburg-Leominster, MA : 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MA WORCESTER TAO7. 1617 


1617 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Flint, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MI GENESEE 0003. 1951 0007. 950 


“0026. 1328 0028. 1297 


22652 TOTAL POPULATION. OF. QUALIFIED) CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Florence, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT . POP. TRACT POP. 
AL COLBERT 0203. 3262 
AL LAUDERDALE 0101. 1281 0103. 3067 


11462 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Florence, SC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
SC FLORENCE 0007. 5655 


5655 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort: Collins-Loveland, CO 


STATE AND. COUNTY TRACT POP... TRACT POP. 
CO LARIMER - 0001. 2537 O006. 6416 


~ 8953 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort Lauderdale-Ho! 1 ywood-Pompano: Be 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
FL BROWARD 0304. 8206 0305. 3512 
0921. 366 1004. 4590. 


45067 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section. 42(a)(5)(C):. QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA; Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL 


STATE AND: COUNTY “TRACT © POP. TRACT. POP. TF 
FL LEE 0001... 599 0002. 1712 ( 


15086 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort Pierce, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY’: -TRACT PoP, TRACT POP. Te 
FL.ST. LUCIE 9001. 2069 0002. 6559 ¢ 


16876 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


i 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort Walton Beach, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT pop. - Tt 
FL OKALOOSA 0206. 2153 Si ;. 


21523 TOTAL POPULATION QF QUALIFIEO CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort Wayne, IN’ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT. POP, TRACT Pop. ‘Ti 
IN ALLEN 0010. 1626. O01%. 2447 ‘ 
0017. 4109 0018. 2201 ( 


21864: TOTAL POPULATION. OF QUALIFIED. CENSUS. TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fort Worth-Arlington, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. Ti 
TX JOHNSON 1309. 2723 
TX TARRANT 1002.02 4605 1003. 4594 
1011. 1051 1016. 1806 
10258. 5299 1030. 2035 
1036.01 3991 1037.01 3865 
1045.01 8060 1045.02 2984.- 
1223. . 3486 3 ‘drs ee * 


98188. TOTAL. POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Fresno, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT. Pop. -—iTi 
CA FRESNO ts -QoOt. 1389 Q002. 1959 ( 
0010. 2495 


20903 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Gadsden, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRI 
AL ETOWAH 0001. 774 0003. 4764 Or 


9112 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Gainésville, FL 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
FL ALACHUA 0601. 481 0002. . 6122 Or 


27153 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE! 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Galvéston-Texas City, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
TX GALVESTON 1230. 2622 1236. 3449 1 
1249. 1873 


16544 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Gary-Hammond, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
_ IN LAKE 0108. 1471 0140. 1486 oO 
0120. 3696 0123. 2209 oO 
‘0206. 3646 - 0208. 3393 0 

IN PORTER 0509. 4893 


53662 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Grand Rapids, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TtRacT PoP. TRACT PoP. TR 
MI KENT 0020. 807 0021. 3283 °° 0 
0036. 2304 


17620 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Great Falls, MT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
MT CASCADE 0006. 772 0007. 2184 


2956 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Greeley, CO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
cO WELD 0001. 1951 0002. 3238 0006. 


10376 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Green Bay, wI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
WI BROWN 0008 . 1898 0010. 773 0012. 


5743 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Greensboro--Winston-Salem--High Point, NC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
NC FORSYTH 0001. 1001 0002. 1436 0003. 
0005.02 1961 0006. 2718 0008 . 
NC GUILFORD 0107.02 5444 0108.01 703 0111. 
0139. 5882 0141. 890 0142. 


66528 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Greenville-Spartanburg, SC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 

SC GREENVILLE 0002. 449 0004. 1914 0005. 
0009. 1547 0010. 2323 0013. 
0025.05 3206 

SC SPARTANBURG 0201. 162 0202. 1702 0203. 


0210.01 3054 


45809 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Hagerstown, MD 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
MD WASHINGTON 0004. 2973 


2973 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Hamilton-Middietown, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 


OH BUTLER 0003.. 4822 0004. 5572 0007. 


0101.04 5670 0102.01 2088 0128. 


36227 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


ACT POP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. 
006. 955 0007.01 1464 0008. 2768 
RCENT 8.4 
z 
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c 5 
. — 
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003.01 1777 0003.02 1985 0004. 4702 0005.01 2440 o 
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142. 4355 2 
2 
RCENT 8.0 ~ 
& 
— 
ACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. a 
005 . 2800 0006 . 1039 0007. 2251 0008 . 1853 3 
013.01 3943 0021.05 3235 0023.03 2791 0023.04 3299 2 
203.01 2719 0204. 3236 0205. 2538 0208. 1748 < 
> 
ec 
RCENT 8.0 9g 
Q 
nN 
- 
wet 
ACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. S 
— 
RCENT 2.6 Zz 
So 
= 
© 
a 
ACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
007.01 603 0007.02 1003 0008 . 2519 0101.01 6169 
128. 1463 0129. 362 0131. 3006 0140. 2950 


RCENT 14.0 








TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle, 
STATE ANO COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
PA DAUPHIN 0201. 1187 0204. 
0214. $038 0237. 
24841 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Hartford, CT 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
CT HARTFORD 5003. 3371 5004. 
5011. 1319 $012. 
5017. 1790 5018. 
5030. 2951 5031. 
5036. 1287 5038. 
66181 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Horiolulu, HI 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
HI HONOLULU 0051. 1611 0052. 
o00ss. 3524 0062.02 
0087.03 3468 0090. 
0095.05 2955 0096.04 
60003 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Houma-Thibodaux, LA 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
LA TERREBONNE 0102. 1664 
1664 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Houston, TX 
STATE AND. COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX FORT BEND ‘0701.07 1130 0709.01 
TX HARRIS 0121. 2145 0201.01 
= 0205.02 5757 0205.03 
0207.03 2622 0207 .04 
0214.01 374 0215.03 
0225.04 4190 0300.22 
0303. 2127 0304.01 
0307.01 5780 0316.01 
0339.03 2073 0400.26 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Houston, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. ‘RACT “POP. TRAC 
TX HARRIS 0505.02 4219 0508. 5539 osc 

0516.02 2745 0520.02 3832 052 
TX LIBERTY 1002.01 2470 1005. 2173 


' 226459 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Huntington-Ashland, WV-KY-OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 


KY. BOYD 0302. 2013 
WV CABELL 0002. 3603 0005. 3226 ooc 
WV WAYNE 0208. 4271 0210. 3905 


20206 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Huntsville, AL 


STATE, AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
AL MADISON 0010. 3764 0011. 1950 001 


17871 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Indianapolis, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
IN MARION 3225. 2220 3412. 3699 34) 
3509. 3534 3510. 4592 35: 
3521. 4803 3528. 2727 35% 
3538. 2467 . 3539. 1023 35¢ 
3547. 2796 3550. 3552 35§ 
3564. 2655 3569. 3879 357 


105239 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Iowa City, IA: : 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
TA JOHNSON 0004. 3141 0010. 3402 00: 


14779 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Jackson, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
MI JACKSON 0002. 3154 0006. 1475 oot 


‘8686 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERt 


TRACT POP. 
0509.02 3155 
0524. 1890 


PERCENT 8.3 


TRACT POP. 


0006. 1813 
PERCENT 6.5 


TRACT POP. 
0012. 4728 


PERCENT 9.1 


TRACT POP. 
3416. 3329 
3512. 4839 
3531. 1274 
3541. 2097 
3551. 2838 
3571. 3222 


PERCENT 9.0 


TRACT POP. 
0011. 3975 


PERCENT 18.1 


TRACT PoP. 
0007. 1261 


PERCENT 5.7 


TRACT 
0510. 
0525.03 


TRACT 


0007. 


TRACT 
0016. 


TRACT 
3501. 
3515. 
3532. 
3542. 
3559. 
3572. 


TRACT 


0016. 


TRACT 
0011. 


POP. 
4776 
2775 


POP. 


772 


POP. 
1064 


POP. 
2059 
3194 
2211 
3858 
4020 
4892 


POP. 
4261 


POP. 


‘2796 


TRACT 
0514.01 


TRACT 


0101.01 


TRACT 
0021. 


TRACT 
- 3503. 
3516. 
3533. 
3544. 
3562. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
3776 


PoP. 


603 


POP. 
5207 


POP.. 
3513 
2654 
3843 
2299 
2038 


POP. 


POP: 


TRACT 
0514.02 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0112. 


TRACT 
- 3508. 
- 35417. 
3535. 
3545. 
3563. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
2192 
os 
© 
a. 
s 
PoP = 
a 
oe 
“— 
— 
< 
o 
uo 
on 
POP. 
1158 S$ 
= 
a 
ew 
= 
= 
_ POP. Ss 
: 3697 = 
5257 2 
4540 < 
3760 
858 > 
aa 
oe 
mn 
o 
te 
XS 
3 
POP. ~ 
Zz 
S 
= 
© 
@ 
POP. 








TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(4)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 




















METROPOLITAN AREA: Jackson, MS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT - POP. TRACT POP. TF 
MS. HINDS 0010. 3391 0011. 4427 “€ 
0020. 3015 0026. 3027 
0106. 4904 0108.01 2134 C 
MS ‘MADISON 0304. 3172 0305. 6389 C 


72178 TOTAL. POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Jackson, TN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP.. Tf 
TN MADISON ooos. 1623 0011. 2289 i 


8045 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Jacksonville, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT * Ge. Tt 
FL DUVAL 0002. 3904 0004. 3702 i 
0012. 3804 0013. 5595 i 
0019. 1442 0026. 5559 
* ’ 0138. 3353 
FL ST. JOHNS 0204. 3070 0210. 5241 


91845 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Jacksonville, NC 


STATE: AND: COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TI 
NC ONSLOW 0008. 1815 90093. 8098 


9813 TOTAL POPULATION: OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Jamestown-Dunkirk, NY 


STATE AND: COUNTY TRACT- POP. TRACT PoP. Tl 
NY CHAUTAUQUA 0305. 4119 


4119- TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Janesville-Beloit, wI 


STATE. AND. COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. T 
WI ROCK 0001. 1096 0015. 436 


1532. TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 
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0012. 1772 


PERCENT 10.8 


TRACT POP. 


0005. 2202 
0015. 6952 
0028. 14690 


PERCENT 12.7 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 8.8°-: 


TRACT. POP. 


PERCENT 2.8 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 





tt 


TRACT : POP. 


0017. . 2838 
0029. 818 
0307. 2092 

TRACT POP. 
0017. * 2361 

TRACT POP. 
0009. 453 
0016. 1597 
0029. 11493 

TRACT PoP. 

TRACT PoP. 

TRACT PoP. 


TRACT 
0018. 
0031. 


0309. © 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0010. 
0017. 
0115. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


2786 
4971 


5175 


POP. 


POP. 
2700 
3843 
4462 


PoP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 
0019. 
0032. 


0310. 


TRACT 


" TRACT 


0011. 
0018. 
0136. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


PoP. 
3634 
2850 


2476 


PoP, 


POP. 
3433 
1683 
2607 


POP. 


POP. 


?OP. 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: Jersey City, Nu 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT. 
NJ HUDSON . 0018. 1348 0016. 
0034. 1489 0044. 

0192. 1274 0193. 


STATE AND COUNTY —- TRACT POP. ‘TRACT 
TN SULLIVAN 0401. 176 0402. 
TN WASHINGTON. 0601. 3767  . 0602. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Johnstown, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT - POP. TRACT 
PA CAMBRIA 0004. 1889 0004. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: voltet, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP, — TRACT 
ti whee 6819. 2824 8820. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Kalamazoo, Mi 


STATE AND COUNTY -- TRACT POP. TRACT 
MI KALAMAZOO — 9002.02 1940 0003. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Kankakee, IL. 


STATE. ANQ COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT 
TL KANKAKEE @110. 4696 O16: 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 

1090 
2301 
2201 


"39292 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED. CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Johnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA 


POP. 
3048 
869 


91136. TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


PoP, 
2258 


« 6709 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. 


4113 


.10535 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. 


_ $225 
0008.01 1855. 0008.02 419 


36634 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


PoP. 


3980 
8676 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 



















TRA 
00: 
00. 


PER' 


TRA 
00 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 
90 


PER 


TRA 


TRACT . POP. 


0026. 1800 
0047. 2114 


PERCENT 7.1 


TRACT POP. 


0404. 736 
0607. 2520 


PERCENT 2.6 


TRACT POP, 
6010. 1§92 


PERCENT 2.2 


TRACT POPs : 
8825. 3598 
PERCENT 3.2: ° 
TRACT PoP. 
9004.01 753 


0009. 9729 
| PERCENT 17.2 


TRACT POP : 


PERCENT 8.4 


TRACT 


0027. 
00S0. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0015. 


TRACT 


+ 


POP. 
6648 
1883 


POP. 


POP. 


POP: 


POP. 
407 
6991 


POP: 


TRACT 


0030. 
0190. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0005. 
:07 


0015 


TRACT 


POP. 
3023 
5665 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4334 
4742 


POP. 


TRACT 


0033. 
0191. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0018. 


TRACT 


03 


PoP. 
5096 
3390 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
6779 
1460 


POP . 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS | 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Kansas City, MO-KS oe ae . 


STATE, AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRA 

KS LEAVENWORTH 0701. 2088 

KS WYANDOTTE . .0400.02...26 . 0402. : 2661 04 
0409.02 807 0410. 3010 04 
0417. 2768 0418. 889 04 
0426. 3322 0427. 3531 0+ 

MO JACKSON 0002. 50 0003. 2025 ~—O 
0014. “816  .0015.. ~1437 ~~ :O 
0025. 1777 0026. ~ 28 oC 
0032. 1059 0033. 1543 oC 
0037. 2207 0039. 1716 oC 
0045. aes 0047. 1201 a 
0054. 2162 0055. 1927 © 


0067. 2928 0116. 5824 


135519 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Killeen-Temple, TX 


STATE ANDO COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT POP. TRE 
TX BELL 0209. 2430 


2430 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS /.PES 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Knoxville, TN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. . TRACT. POP. TRI 
TN KNOX 0001. = 1471 0002. 1684 Or 
Be Late 0011. 3145 0012. 2926 o 
TN UNION 0403. 1319 


41770 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Kokomo, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. “TR 
IN HOWARD 0001. . 309 


‘909 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE! 


METROPOLITAN AREA: La Crosse, WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
WI LA CROSSE ; 0003. 498 0004. 5394 Or 


10103 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


TRACT 


0403. 
0411.01 
0420.01 
0430. 


0005.01 -- 


: 0046... 
0028.02 
0034. 
0040. 
0049. 

0058.01 


POP. 


: A581 
““¥291 


1768 
-476 
182 
1988 
69 
3956 


_ AT7TO 


‘2686 


“3880 


PERCENT 9.8 


TRACT 
. PERCENT 
TRACT 


0003. 
0013. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
‘PERCENT 


TRACT 
0005. 


PERCENT 


POP. 


it. 


POP. 
2350 
4939 


POP. 


POP. 
4211 


TRACT 


0407. 
-O2 
0420. 
0438. 
0010. 
0017. 
0029. 
-O1 
0041. 
00s0. 
0062. 


0411 


0035 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0014. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


02 
04 


. 2110 


PoP. 
3977 
790 


33 


9516 


2746 
1212 
1723 

989 
3114 
2211 


POP. 


POP. 
3879 
4130 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


- 0408. 


0412.01 
0423. 
0439.01 
0011. 
0018. 
0030. 
0035.02 
0042. 
0052. 
0063. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0024. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


4510 
1646 
3665 
- 320 
1948 
3958 


.2363 


916 
1642 


2623 
9414 


PoP. 


POP. 


‘7936 
4794 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


0409.01 

0412.02 

0424. 
0451. 
0013. 
0022. 


TRACT . 


TRACT 
0009. 
002s. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


PoP. 
1750 
1563 
2815 
2156 
4649 e 
3589 8 
175 3 
1212 _ 
2925 
2398 ’ 
2773 o 
i) 
"3 
~ 
< 
c& 
on 
- 
POP. $e 
2 
_ 
= 
c. 
a 
POP. © 
8284 > 
3913 12 
> 
= 
oa 
4 
he 
POP. 8 
— 
Z 
oO 
=. 
OQ 
“© 
Inge 
POP. 













TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Lafayette, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
‘LA LAFAYETTE * 0001. 2193 0002. 5003 


12126 TOTAL POPULATION. OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lafayette-west Lafayette, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
- IN TIPPECANOE 0006. 541 0054. 4819 


16621 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lake. Charles, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT pop. 
LA CALCASIJEU 9002. 1814 0003. 5045 


14516 TOTAL: POPULATION. OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lake County, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP... TRACT POP. 
TL LAKE : 8623. 4490 8624. 6094 


41697 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lakeland-Winter Haven, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY ~ TRACT POP.. TRACT POP. 
FL POLK 0101. 452 0112.02 3445 


5456 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lancaster, PA 


STATE- AND. COUNTY TRACT -_ POP. TRACT POP, 
PA LANCASTER QO00t. 1999 - Q003. 3216 


" 999. TOTAL POPULATION.OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lansing-East Lansing, MI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT — POP. TRACT ‘POP. 
Mt ENGHAM 0007. 3129 0013. + 1629 
ia 0042... $656 0043.02 3445 


37240 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRA 


PER 


TRACT 
0008. 


POP. 
4930 


PERCENT 8.1 


TRACT 
0055. 


POP. 
3623 


| PERCENT 13.7 


; 


: 


= 


POP. 


tract 
4606 


0004. 


PERCENT 8.7 


PoP. 
4234 


TRACT 
8627. 


PERCENT 9.5 


TRACT 
0137.01 


POP. 
1559 


PERCENT 1.7 


TRACT ‘ por. 
0016. 9184. 
PERCENT 2.3 

TRACT pdP. 
0614. 229 


0044.01 11471 


PERCENT 8.9 


TRACT PoP. 
TRACT POP. 
0103. 3953 
TRACT POP. 
0015. 3054 
TRACT POP. 
8628. 2032 
TRACT PoP. 
TRACT PoP. 
TRACT POP. 
0015. 2271 


0044.02 3852 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0105. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


8630. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0019. 


POP. 


POP. 
3685 


POP. 


PoP. 


24847 


POP. 


PGP. 
743 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0020. 


POP. 


POP. 


PoP. 


POP.. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


4016 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C)} QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





METROPOLITAN AREA: Laredo, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
Tx wees 0001.02 7658 0003. 2955 


18465 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Las Vegas, NV 


STATE ANO COUNTY TRACT pop. . , TRACT PoP. 
NV CLARK 0003.01 9980 0003.02 $197 
m4 0035. 2966 0038. 3004 


29487 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lawrenée, KS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, «TRACT POP. 
KS DOUGLAS 0003. 6403 0004 «8630 


12033 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lawrehce-Havernii}, MA‘NH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRacT POP. TRACT POP. 

MA ESSEX 2501. 624 2503. 1907 

: . 2510. 1267 251. 2423 
2608. 4408 


34684 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lawton, OK 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
OK COMANCHE 0012. 931 0016. 2585 


3516 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lewiston-Auburn, ME 


STATE- AND: COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
ME ANDROSCOGGIN 0101. 2111 ‘8201, 1728 


3839 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 





3 / 


i$ / 


ts / 


TS / 








TRACT POP. 
0004. 737 


PERCENT 18.6 


TRACT POP. 
0005.04 4073 
0039. 862 

PERCENT 6.4 ° 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 17:8 


TRACT POP. 
2504. 3315 
2512. 1543 


PERCENT 10.2 


TRACT —-POP.. 
PERCENT 3.1 
TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 4.5 


TRACT 
O02. 


TRACT 


Q007. 
0059. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


2505. 
2513. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
7055 


PoP. 
2309 
863 


POP. 


POP. 
2930 
3321 


POP. 


PoP. 


TRACT 


Tract 


0009. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


2507. 
2601. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


PoP. 
1695 


POP.. 


POP. 
3769 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


OO1f. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


2509. 
2602. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 


POP. 
4532 


PoP. 


POP. 
1821 
3456 


POP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 4 IRS Section 42(d4)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Lexington-Fayette,. KY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
KY FAYETTE 0004.. 4983 0002. 4120 
‘0010. - 4344 


30231 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lima, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
OH ALLEN 0117. 1539 0128. 2281 


8422 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lincotn, NE 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
NE LANCASTER 0006. 6017 0007. 2036 


20635 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Little Rock-North: Little Rock, AR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
AR LONOKE 0206. 1846 0208. 2270 
AR PULASKI ~0002. 4491 0004. 1508 

0010. - 4391 0026. 3094 


44472 TOTAL POPULATION ‘OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Longvfew-Marshall, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT’: POP. TRACT. ‘PoP. 
TX GREGG 0001. 438 


438 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lorain-Elyria, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
OH LORAIN 0223. 1041 0708. $409 


2450 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 
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POP. 
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POP. 
1576 


POP. 


3956 
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POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 
0008 . 
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TRACT 
0019. 


TRACT 


0007. 
0040.01 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
8286 


POP. 


POP. 
954 


PoP. 


2969 
5539 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


0009. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0020. 


TRACT 


0008. 
0040. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


os 


POP. 
27399 


POP. 


POP. 
5065 


POP. 
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2490 


PoP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Los Angeles-tong Beach, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
CA LOS ANGELES. 1047. 6590 1853. 5924 1902. 
; 1905. 6906 1906. 2325 1907. 
1912.01 3921 1913. 4676 1914. 

1918. 6054 1919.01 2232 1926. 

1975. 4676" 1976. 3744 1977, 

1995. 2870 1996. ora 1997. 
2031, 5100 2032. 4312 2034. 


2038, 4463 2039, . 2639 2041. 
2046.01 $615 2046. 3619 2647. 
90614. 8059 2062. 3015 2063. 


2072. 232 2073. 1629 2074. 
2079. 2364 2081. 1267 2082. 
2088. 4600 -2089. 7688 2091. 
2096. 4866 2006, 2969 2097. 
2129. 7869 2133: 8547 2125. 
2134, 7967 2144, 3351 2161. 
2187. 3404 2186. 2191 2191. 
2198. 3767 2244; e161 9212. 
9215.01 1417 2215.02 3625 2216. 
2218. $735 2219. 3257 2221. 
2225. 3094 2226. 4174 2227. 
2244. 6762 2245. 2166 2246. 
2263. 2249 2264, 6854 2265. 
2282. 4851 2383. 4847 2284. 
2288. 3621 2289. 2469 2291. 
2311. 2077 - 2312. 6314 2313. 


2318. 4575 2318. 4210 2321. 
2395. 3798 2326. 4765 2327. 
2371. 4208 2372. 4927 9374. 
2383. 6766 2301. 1336 2392. 
2396. 3789 2397. 4317 2398. 
2403. 4786 2404. $091 2405. 
2409. 3369 2at4. 6488 2414. 
2 


2422. 2423. 2363 2424. 
2428. 1594 2429. 2211 2431. 
2962... 5848 2966. 4043 2971. 
4025.01 3462 4025.02 5104 4028. 
4333. 10693 4334. 9269 ‘4335. 
4622. 4290 - "4623. ‘$547 4823. 
§305. ‘3999 $308. 9767 6309. 
§313. 9233. 5314. 2403 $318. 
$317.02 4144 $318. 4115 $319. 


$227. 2661 $328. 9899 $329 
$333. 3885 8334. 10031 $235 
6342. 10696 $943. $968 $344 








ACT - POP. 


902. 7932 
907. 3260 
914. 7003 
926. 5790 
977, 4686 
997. 2709 
1034. 3879 
O44. 5348 
047. 4524 
1063. 5964 
107-4 . 27 
1082. 4716 
1091. 8629 
1097. 1284 
1125. 3845 
1151, 4028 
1191. 2160 
1212. 6294 
1216.01 1271 
1221. 2835 
1227. 2863 
1246 . 3405 
1265. 3722 
1284. $721 
1291. 2610 
1313. 4286 
13924. 4719 
2327. $474 
1374. 6622 
1392. 2674 
2398. $413 
2405. 4418 
2414. 3083 
2424. 963 
2431. 3795 
2971. 6079 
4028. 6971 
4335. 8408 
$823.02 7719 
5318. 9848 
5319. 7931 
$329. §065 
$335. $540 


$344.01 6942 





TRACT 
1903.01 
1908. 
1916.01 
1957. 
1991. 
1998. 
2035. 
2042. 
2048. 
2064. 
2076. 
2083. 
2092. 
2098. 
2129. 
2181. 


9216.02 


2406. 


. 2448. 


2425. 
2733. 


3022. 


4088. 
4339, 
5004 .02 
$310. 
5316.01 
5325. 
$330. 
6326. 
$944.02 


POP. 
5194 
4846 
2072 
6482 
5608 
5083 
3828 
31893 
5832 
1348 

179 
5816 
3714 
5666 
3527 
6647 
3468 
7832 
3087 
3146 
2420 
4036 
1913 
2928 
2786 
3626 
2559 
3066 
2592 
4402 
3886 
3220 
2941 
1728 
4534 
$195 
2183 
7109 
4124 
3994 
5863 
3803 
6271 

12436 
$365 





TRACT 


1903.02 
1909. 
1916.02 
1971. 
1992. 
1999. 
2036. 
2043. 
2649. 
3065. 
2077. 
2084. 
2093. 
2112. 
2132. 
2184. 
2193. 
2244.01 
2217.01 
2223. 
2242. 
2261. 
2267. 
2286. 
2293. 
2316. 
2323. 
2349. 
2376. 
2394. 
2401. 
2407. 
2416. 
2426. 
2755. 
3024. 
4311. 
46193. 
5014. 
§341. 
5316.02 
5326.01 
$331.01 
$339. 
$349. 


POP. . 


$97 
7815 
3511 
2116 
7261 
2386 
5225 
4250 
4936 

216 
1916 
4596 
3337 
3988 
7081 
4516 
2938 
1017 
4921 
2117 
3766 

568 
4745 
2484 
3150 


TRACT 
1904.. 
194%. 
1917. 
1973. 
1994. 
2012. 
2037. 
2044. 
20614. 
9074. 
2078. 
2085. 
2094. 
2124. 
2133. 
2186. 
2196. 
2214.02 
9217.02 
2224. 
2243. 
2262. 
2284. 
2287. 
2294. 
2347. 
2324. 
2362.02 
2377. 
2395. 
2402. 
2408. 
2421. 
2427. 
2949. 
4023.02 
4328. 
4620. 
5304. 
5312. 
5317.01 
$326.02 


4994 
6878 
6035 
4412 
3967 
2591 
6894 
5366 
7322 
4585 
2292 
4422 
8070 
2815 
6480 
3368 
2373 
2610 
2842 
3068 
5454 

§23 
3432 
5016 
4595 
6087 
$656 
4624 
$633 
4219 
4838 
3041 
3123 
3168 
2782 
4706 
6053 
5983 
4271 
8226 
4515 
6129 
6048 
8263 
6454 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. T 


R 

CA LOS ANGELES §351.01 5201 5351.02 2880 5 
5404. _. 1165 5406. 2925 5 

5414. 4826 5415. 4814 5 

5426. 7128 5427. 4932 5 

§728. 34192 5732.01 3274 5 

5752. 7096 5753. 3179 S 

5760. 4108 5761. 2626 5 

5769. 7321 6001. 5287 6 

700+. 10020 7019. 2621 9 


1445050 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Louisville, KY-IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TR 

IN CLARK 0502. 4122 

IN FLOYD 0705. 3904 

KY JEFFERSON 0005. 1674 0006 . 2401 c 
0018. 2292 0019. 1457 c 
0024. 1466 0025. 729 c 
0030. 3941 0032. 315 c 
0040. 1882 0043.01 4016 c 
0050. 1663 0051. 2972 C 
0060. 1033 0061. 506 c 
0067. 1362 0072. 395 


98071 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lowell, MA-NH 


STATE “AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
MA MIDDLESEX 3101. 1902 3104. 3233 < 
1A. -2008 3112. 2839 ‘ 


22948 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Lubbock, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP, Tr 
TX LUBBOCK 0002.01 ..2085 0002.02 .3427 C 
0010. | 3709 0011. 4776 c 


35578 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


TRACT PoP. 
$352. 3346 
5407. 3147 
5416.01 7644. 
5432. 7270 
5732.02 4518 
5754. 6243 
5762. 3646 
6002.01 3392 


9100. 4090 
/ PERCENT 19.3 


TRACT POP. 


0010. 3481 
0020. 2162 
0026. 996 
0033. 806 
0043.02 3901 
0054. 272 
0062. 2449 


/ PERCENT 10.8 


TRACT POP... 


3107. 3864 
3419. 2507 


/ PERCENT 9.4 


TRACT PoP. 
0003. 10360 
0012.02. 3452 


/ PERCENT 16.8. 


TRACT 
5353. 
5408. 
5416.02 
5516. 
5733. 
5755. 
5763. 
6002.02 


TRACT 


0013. 
0021. 
0027. 
0034. 
0047. 
0055. 
0064. 


TRACT 
3108. 
3124. 


TRACT. 
0006.01 
0013. 


POP. 
5000 
5467 
6394 

454 
2815 

583 
4711 
5243 


POP. 


1502 
3737 
2820 

706 

662 
22399 
2132 


POP. 
2523 


"2109 


PoP. 


“4859 


3737 


TRACT 
5354. 
5409.01 
5421.02 
5716. 
5739.01 
5758. 
5764. 
6003.01 


TRACT 


0014. 
0022. 
0028. 
0035. 
0048. 
0057. 
OQO065.. 


TRACT 
3109. 


TRACT 
0007. 


POP. 
2245 
3933 
5950 
1205 
240 
7578 
9457 
5980 


POP. 


$062 
2004 
2388 
2652 


656 
2255 


ROP. 


“394 


PoP. 
1164 


TRACT 
5356.02 
5413. 
5425. 
$725. 
57S$1. 


TRACT 


0015. 
0023. 
0029. 
0037. 
0049. 
0059. 
OO066.. 


TRACT 
-3410. 


TRACT. 


POP. 
5595 
5146 
5926 
2892 
8239 
6242 
8174 


‘6319 


POP. 


4689 
3504 

320 
2095 
1757 
3859 
2752 


POP.. 
1169 


POP. 
1312 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: Lynchburg, VA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 


VA LYNCHBURG 0002.03 


10015 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT 
1098 0005. 


METROPOLITAN: AREA: Macon-Warner Robins, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
GA BIBB - 0101. 
cma 0109. 

0116. 

GA HOUSTON 0205. 

GA PEACH 0404. 

44970: TOTAL” POPULATION 
"METROPOLITAN AREA: Madison, 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
WI DANE 0011. 


27420 TOTAL POPULATION 


OF 


WI 


OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Manchester, 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
NH HILLSBOROUGH 0004. 


4379 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT 


3664 0104. 
829 0111. 
651 0127. 
1189 

6128 


QUALIFIED’ CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT 
5982 0016.01 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


NH 


POP. TRACT 
682 0005. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Mansfield, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
OH RICHLAND 0001. 


4271 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Mc Allen-Edinburg-Mission, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
TX HIDALGO 0206. 
0228. 


POP. TRACT 
425 0002. 


POP. TRACT 
4333 0213. 
3736 0233. 


TABLE 14 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 
1254 


POP. 
5883 
4611 
3367 


POP. 
6762 


POP. 
1569 


POP. 
777 


POP. 


6999 
3120 





TR 


PE 


AAAs 


P 


Ti 
( 
( 


55076 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


TRACT PoP. 
0006 . 3749 


PERCENT 7.41 


TRACT POP. 


0105. 2808 
0112. 2350 
0130. 1906 


PERCENT 17.1 


TRACT POP. 
0016.02 6863 


PERCENT 8.5 


TRACT POP. — 


0014. 2128 
PERCENT 3.4 


TRACT POP. 


0003. “3069 
PERCENT 3.3 


TRACT POP. 
0215. 5604 
0234. 5467 


PERCENT 19.4 


TRACT 


0011. 


TRACT 


0106. 
0113. 


TRACT 


0017. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0216. 
0236. 


POP. 
2029 


POP. 
3619 
1697 


POP. 
4552 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
5182 
5742 


TRACT 


0014. 


TRACT 


0107. 
0114. 


TRACT 


0032. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0225. 
0237. 


POP. 
1885 


POP. 
216 
1590 


POP. 
3261 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
5792 
5509 


TRACT 


FRACT 
0108. 
0115. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0226. 


POP. 


. POP. 


1089 
3373 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
3592 
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TABLE 1 IRS Secti6n 42(d)(5)(C). QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Medford, OR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
OR JACKSON 0001. 1789 0020. 2110 
3899 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUAL GENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Meilbourne-Titusville*Palm Bay. FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT Pop. TRACT pop. =‘ TRAC 
FL BREVARD 9607. 3281 0608. 610 062 


13010 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Memphis, TN-AR-MS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT Pop. TRACT POP. =‘ TRAC 

AR CRITTENDEN 0304. 3781 0305. 3481 “O3¢ 
0311. 4031 

TN SHELBY 0001. 1172 0002. 2800 oo¢ 
0008. 304 0008, 6028 001 
0021. 1908 0022. 964 002 
0037. 1253 0038. 2934 003 
0044. 785 0048. 2479 004 
0050. ° 3959 0051. 731 008 
0058. 3225 0059. 5760 00€ 
0068. 4322 0073. 4078 007 

TN TIPTON 0410. 2049 


180321 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN- AREA: Merced, CA 


STATE aNO COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
CA MERCED 0016. 4255 


4285 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Miami-Hialeah, . FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT POP, TRAC 
FL DADE 0009.03 3899 0010.04 8125... QO: 
* 6018.03 5120 0019.01 4120 00: 
0024. 11715 0026. 4788 00: 
0034. 4583 0036.01 1611 00: 
0043. 11222: 0044. 16605 00 
0053.02 6274 0054.02 8060 00" 
0106.02 2325 0113. 9617 


227946 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERI 


TRACT _—~ POP. 
PERCENT 2.8 

TRACT PoP. 
0626. 5033 


PERCENT 4.8 


TRACT PoP. 
0306.10 1926 
0003. 3967 
0010. 1088 
0023. 2317 
0039. 2101 
0046. 2849 
0053. 7950 
0060. 3038 


0078.10 4764 


PERCENT 19.7 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 3.2 


TRACT 
0018.01 
0019.02 
0027.02 
0036.02 
0045. 
0072. 


POP. 
4962 
8711 
2888 
6373 
3577 


PERCENT 14.0 


3790 


YRACT 


TRACT 
0627. 


TRACT 
0306.20 


0018. 
0024. 
0040. 
0047. 
0054. 


0090. 


TRACT 


TRacT 
0616.02 
0020.01 
0028. 
0037.01 
0051. 
0075.02 


PoP. 


PoP. 
1243 


POP. 
3862 


3540 
2616 
5206 
3734 
4085 
2034 
1367 
2619 


POP. 


POP. 
6902 
5458 
30714 
1330 
7619 
5682 


YRract Por. 
TRACT POP. 
0671. 2843 
TRACT POP. 
0309. 1537 
0008 931 
6019 3367 
0028 5612 
0041. 1919 
0048. 4617 
0055. 5821 
0065: 4646 
0103. 2561 
TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP, 
0017.01 4377 
0020.02 _ 8167 
0029. 2796 
0037.02 1410 
0052. 9056 
0104. 


1487 


TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP. 
0310, 2023 
0006. 4756 
0020. 4733 
0036. 3242 
0043. 38 
0049. 3933 
0057. 5044 
0067. 5969 


0104.20 98 


TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP. 
0018.01 4675 
0022.01 5461 
0031. 5752 
0042. 14188 
0053.01 7224 
0105. 4936 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Middiesex-Somerset-Hunterdon, NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 

NJ MIDDLESEX 0039. 3503 0045. 3640 0046. 
00$2. 4930 0053. 2486 0054. 
0059. 3289 

NJ SOMERSET 0525. 1217 


46879 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN’ 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Middietown, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
CT MIDDLESEX 5416. 2834 


2834 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Midland, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX MIDLAND 0008 . 2796 0015. 4406 


7202 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Milwaukee, WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 

WI MILWAUKEE 0040. 2904 0045. 3628 0063. 
0067. 2423 0068. 4101 0069. 
0082. 1651 0083. 1913 0084. 
008s. 3761 0089. 2559 0097. 
0101. 1648 0102. 1648 0103. 
0107. 2531 0108. 2608 0110. 
0114. 618 0116. 1694 0117. 
0121. 1134 0122. 3006 0132. 
0137. 2316 0138. 1741 0139. 
0145. 671 0146. 4067 0147. 
0151. 1389 0152. 602 0154. 
0165. 2706 0166. 2059 0168. 

WI WAUKESHA 2027. 1240 


157963 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEN 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN-WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
MN HENNEPIN 0016. 3425 0022. 2519 0023. 
0031. 2088 0033. 2315 0034. 





ACT POP. 


046. 4434 
054. 1159 
RCENT 5.3 

ACT POP. 
RCENT 3.5 

ACT PoP. 
RCENT 8.7 

ACT PoP. 
063: 3764 
069. 3854 
084. 2156 
097. 3197 
103. 1099 
110. 3449 
117. 604 
132. 974 
139. 1190 
147. 2279 
154. 349 
168. 2637 
RCENT 11.3 

ACT POP. 
023. 1468 


034. 1842 


TRACT 


0047. 
0055. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0064. 


0070. 
008s. 
0098. 
0104. 
‘O11. 
0118. 
0134. 
0140. 
0148. 
0156. 
0174. 


TRACT 
0026. 
‘0036. 


POP. 


2415 


4801 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4162 
4269 
2246 
2589 
1145 
1494 
1179 
3141 

852 
1898 
1442 
2292 


POP. 
2481 
782 


TRACT 


0048. 
0057. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0065. 
0080. 
0086. 
0099. 
0105: 
0112. 
0119. 
0135. 
0141. 
0149. 
0158. 
0178. 


TRACT 


0028. 
0037. 


POP. 
5243 
2221 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4128 
2422 
2733 
3186 
1455 
1871 
1114 
2551 
1270 
2628 
2935 

268 


POP.. 
2358 
3174 


TRACT 


0049. 


0058. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0066. 
0081. 
0087. 
0100. 
0106. 
0113. 
0120. 
0136. 
0142. 
0150. 
0164. 


TRACT 


0038. 


POP. 
3377 
4164 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
5210 
2093 
2705 
1553 
1810 
1477 
1365 
3165 


632 
3913 


POP. 
1344 


3908 . 
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TABLE 14 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN=W! 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT pop. TRACT POP; TRAC 
MN HENNEPIN 9039. 2153 0042, 1549 004 
0046.02 31 0047, 3220 004 


0056. 4118 8 86©§«°—s O0B7; 2458 008 
0062, 1908 0063. Q144 006 


OOF4. 4484 0072, 3217 007 
0094: 2648 0265.06 | 34 

MN RAMSEY 0308. 5461 0310. 3742 031 
0327. 1958 0328. 1262 032 
0336, 962 0337, 1087 034 
0361. 1627 0376.02 2536 042 


184176 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Mobile, AL 

STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT PoP, TRAC 

AL MOBILE 0002. 1484 0003. 2104 000 
0012.01 2778 0013.01 1178 001 
0038.01 1340 0039.01 3602 003 
0043. 3143 0044. 3423 004 


69928 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Modesto, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT PoP; TRAC 
CA STANISLAUS 0017. 2092 0018, 2202 902 


16918 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Monmouth-Qcean, NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP . TRACT POP; TRAC 

NJ MONMOUTH 6003. 267 QO56. 2747 005 
0073. 2880 0074. 4394 007 

NJ OCEAN 9182. 3308 0222. 2643 es 


26853 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Monroe, LA 


STATE ANDO COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACY PoP. TRAC 
LA QUACHITA 0003. 2048 0006 . 6003 00C 
0012. 2321 0013. 1544 OOS 


25034 TOTAL. POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 





TRACT PoP, 
0043. 513 
0049. 6078 
0088. 1445 
0064. 1748 
0073. 2458 
0315. 3005 
0329. 1894 


0340. 2338 
0420.01 2242 


PERCENT 7.2 


TRACT PoP. 
0004.01 2600 
0013.02 4279 
0039.02 2338 
0045. 2149 


PERCENT 18.8 


TRACT POP. 
Q021. 3364 


PERCENT 6.4 


TRACT PoP. 
0058.01 2604 


0076. 3191 


PERCENT 3.0 


TRACT PoP. 
0007. 3298 
0057. 1432 


PERCENT 18.0 


Tract 
0004.62 
0014. 


0046, 


TRACT 
0023. 


TRACT 
0058.02 


TRACT 
0008. 


POP. 
1011 
1847 
2688 
4449 
2624 


1140 
1932 
2544 


pop. 
2371 
34866 
€312 
oat 


POP. 
5270 


POP. 
566 


POP: 
1559 


TRACT 


0015.01 


TRACT 
0024. 


TRACT 
0070.02 


TRACT 
0009. 


POP. 
1320 
1298 
2657 
2308 
4108 


3282 
3366 
1225 


POP. 
3899 
2440 
1338 
3839 


POP. 
3900 


PoP. 
319 


POP. 
2114 


TRACT 
0046 
6654 
0061 
0670 
0083 


0326 
0336 
0360 


TRACT 
0006 
0018 


-O1 


. 
- 
~ 


~ 
* 


-02 


0049. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0072. 


TRACT © 
0011. 


PoP. 

4e4 
1790 
1535 
3901 
2191 


2976 
3051 
1460 


PoP. 
4185 
1996 
2174 
4639 


POP. 


POP. 
2634 


POP. 
4717 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: Montgomery, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY 


AL AUTAUGA — 


AL MONTGOMERY 
37467 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Muncie, IN 
STATE AND COUNTY 


IN DELAWARE 


13815. TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS /- 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Muskegon, MI 


STATE .ND COUNTY 


MI MUSKEGON 


‘ 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Naples, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY 


FL COLLIER 


TRACT 


0211. 
0002 . 


0012, 


TRACT — 


0001. 


TRACT 


- 0003 . 
6014.01 
17230 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


TRACT 


0007. 


POP. 
3163 
3338 
4225 


QUALIFIED.CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP, 
990 


POP. 
4095 
1781 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. 
1084 


TRACT 


9003. 
0030. 


TRACT 
9002. 


TRACT 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP, 


2005 
4a66 


POP. 
3068 


POP. 


0006.02 3035 


TRACT 
0112. 


POP. 
6874 





; 


; 


12226 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 1 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Nashua, NH 


STATE AND COUNTY 
NH HILLSBOROUGH 


1673 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


TRACT 
0107. 


pop. 
1673 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Nashville, ™ 


STATE AND COUNTY 


“TM DAVIDSON. 


TN RUTHERFORD 


TN: WILSON 


TRACT 
0118. 
-9123. 


., D141. . 
. O9448.: 


Q165, 
415. 
0307. 


POP. 
4969 
653 


570... 
“4072 ° 


$959 
$685 
2761 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0120. 
-0130. 
0142. 
0189. 


0418, 


POP. 


POP. 
1057 


-. 2675 


3294 
3665 


1838 


“2 @8810° TOTAL POPULATION OF “QUALIFIE6“GENSUS TRACTS / | 





TRAGT 


Q006 . 


we 
be 


TRACT 
9993. 


PoP. 
3764 


“PERCENT 19,7 


POP. 
3024 


5 / PERCENT 10,7 


TRACT 
9007, 


> POP. 


26 


5 / PERCENT 19,9 


TRACT 
0113. 


POP. 
4268 


5 / PERCENT 14:2 


TRACT 


5s / PERCENT 


TRACT 
0123. 
‘0196. 
. 9143, 
"0160. 


S / PERCENT 9:7 


POP. 


152 


POP. 
. 2994 
8162 
2969 
1546 


TRACT 
9007, 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0011. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0124. 


0137. 


0144. 
0161. 


“POP. 


2840 


POP, 


3122 


POP. 
658 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4003 
5712 
3335 
3063 


TRACT 


9010, 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0012. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0125. 
0139. 
0145. 
0162. 


Pop. 
$7$9 


POP. 
2403 
POP, 
3824 


POP. 


PoP. 


POP. 


2306 
795 
3884 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0019. 


TRACT 
0013. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0126. 
0140. 
0147. 
0164. 


oO1 


POP. 
7817 


POP. 
1208 


POP. 


3811 


POP, 


POP. 


-POP 


2728 
3094 

219 
2092 
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TABLE..1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN. AREA: Nassau-Suffolk, NY 


STATE -AND - COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
NY NASSAU 4070, 5853 4111. 3591 4144 
NY SUFFOLK 1422.08 2241 1225.01 3269 14S€ 

1594.06 2146 1595.02 8401 1697 


72528 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New-Bedford, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACI 
MA’ BRISTOL 6507: 2598 6509. 2922 6545 
6519. 1910 6526. 3432 6527 


24551 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New Britain, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC" 
CT HARTFORD 4151. 1362 


1362 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New Haven-Meriden, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC) 
CT NEW HAVEN ep 1401. $92 1402. 1523 440: 
1415. 7796 1416. 6944 141) 
1425. 5079 1543. 453 170. 


62309 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC! 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New London-Norwich, CT-RI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT. POP. TRAC: 
CT NEW LONDON 6905. 2185 6906. 295 696! 


3029 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New Orleans, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. © TRACT poP.© © TRAC 
LA JEFFERSON 0209. 1540 0257. 2316 026 
LA ORLEANS 0002. 2601 0003. 2740 000 
0007.02 3263 0008. 3219 000: 
0011. 3594 0012. 3056 004 


0016. 2787 0017.03 4633 001 











TRACT ° POP; 


4144. 4824 


1486.03 4473 
1697.02 4952 


9ERCENT 2.8 
TRACT PoP. 
6513. 2422 


6527. 4121 


PERCENT 14.7 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 1.0: 


TRACT POP. 


41403. 3257 
1417. 5771 


1701.01 . 292 
PERCENT 12.4 


TRACT “POP. 
6969. 549 
PERCENT 1.2 

TRACT PoP. 
0262. 2689 
0004.” 3212 


0003.01 4051 
0013.02 3748 
0017.14 8575 


TRACT 


4165. 
1473. 
1701. 


TRACT 


6515. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


1405. 
1421. 
-02 


1701 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0269. 
-O1 


0014 


.O1 
0018. 


PoP. 

5480 
5585 
2273 


POP. 
3165 


POP. 


POP. 
4175 
1854 
1823 


POP. 


POP. 
5374 
4223 
4589 
4777 
2134 


TRACT 
4166. 


1585.02 
1904.01 


TRACT 
6517. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


1406. 
1423. 
1702. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0273. 
-O3 
0009. 
-02 
0019. 


0006 
0014 


01 


PoP. 
6059 
2978 
$400 


POP. 
2496 


POP. 


POP. 
5203 
4222 

951 


POP. 


POP. 
1066 
2762 
4038 
4347 
2814 


TRACT 


159% 


TRACT 


6518. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


1407. 
1424. 
1710. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0007 


-O3 


.O1 
-04 
0015. 
0020. 


POP. 


5003 


POP. 
1485 


POP. 


POP. 
6132 
4594 
1648 


POP. 


POP. 


4720 
3409 
2503 
2715 
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STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
LA ORLEANS 0022. 


0044. 

005s. 

0072. 

14, 

99. 

ie oa 0105. 
LA ST. TAMMANY 6405. 


STATE. AND. COUNTY TRACT 
NY ~BRONX- 0011. 
0031. 
0043. 
0063 
0066. 
',@077. 
0088 . 
oi24 
0129. 
O14). 
O18t. 
0167. 
O18). 
0201. 
0215. 
0225. 
0233 
241. 
0285 - 
O93. 
O37. 
9379. 
ooo! 
O401. 
NY KINGS 0002. 
O29. 
0057. 


oes. 


0033.06 


Of 


o1 
91 


»02 


91 


Q1 


02 


:O2 


O41 


oar. 
o18s. 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New Orleans, LA 


POP. 
2789 
6533 
3421 
1572 
4110 
2324 
1752 
1735 
3815 


METROPOLITAN AREA: New-York, NY’ > 


POP. 
610 
793 

4434 

4087 


368 1.. 


983 
9873 
1819 
4973 
4926 
2267 
1063 
$976 
2633 
3558 
6601 
2922 
5272 
6716 
4977 
9642 
4878 
$768 


3790. 


1243 
3667 
t662 
3386 
1164 
3817 


TRACT 
0027. 
0034. 
0044.02 
O060. 
0077. 
0085. 
Q093.02 
Ont. . 
0412.03 


242338. TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


TRACT 
9020. 
0033. 
0044, 


0084. 
9087. 
0079. 
0089. 
0124.02 
O13}. 
0143. 
0153. 
0169. 
9189. 
0205 


0217.01 
0227.02 
0235.01 
6243. 
0257. 
0665.01 
O373. 


TABLE @ IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


POP. 
3448 
2875 
2404 
1541 
1280 
2552 
3748 
3210 
1016 


TRACTS / 





>. 

18 
15 
4 
"4 
30 


52 


‘8 
10 
16 


POP. 
2679 
2271 
3891 
3654 
1457 
2015 
4375 
2361 


-TS / PERCENT 19.8: 





1217.02 


9229-01 


0235.02 


Q368.02 
0376.01 


TRACT 
0029. 
0036. 
9048. 
0080. 
onB7’. 
0100. 
of20. 


0213.01 


9229.02 
9237.01 


0978.02 


ooss. 
9129.02 
O18S.02 


POP. 
2900 


2780. 


2367 


5284. 


2072 
1086 
2458 
2481 


POP. 
209 


3880 
865 


1965. 


4681 

203 
1484 
2763 
$219 
1882 
4919 
6182 

a73 
1166 
2676 
7890 


9305 
198.1 

780 
3265 
2798 


age1 
$83 
4392 


2189 


TRACT 


0030. 
0039. 
0049. 
9070. 
.O1 
0091. 
9402. 
0191. 


0081 


91 


5.02 
01 


-O2 
:02 
-O1 
-O3 
0399. 
ooas. 
OO78. 


O1tg. 
O149. 


01 


POP:, 
2763 
2627 
4605 
1916 
. 8091 
3445 
4069 
SaB4 


ROP. 
$396 
4944 


o3ns. 


POP. 

2289 
3550 
2080 
3384 


3227 
§32 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: New York, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY 


NY KINGS 


NY NEW YORK 


TRACT 
0203. 
0226. 
0235: 
0247, - 
0259.02 
0277. 
0289. 
0307. 
0328. 
0348.02 
0360.01 
0367. 
0379. 
0389. 
0401. 
0415. 
0427. 
0439. 
0473. 
0505. 
0529. 
0545. 
0563. 
0886. 
0904. 
0916. 
1418. 
1134: 
1154. 
1166.. 
1192. 
0002.01 
0020. 
0028. 
0076. 
0125. 

0172.01 

0184. 

0193:. 

0201.02 

0209.01 

0217.02 

0223. 

0230: 

0235.01 


POP. 
1003 
1469 
2040 


247.” 


4068 


4326 - 


2781 
3563 
1925 

760 
3078 
1378 
2439 
2433 
2705 
2839 
4974 
3811 
1047 
3934 
3594 
5754 
3377 
4420 

457 
3309 
2766 
2335 
2044 


- 2196 - 


2650 
3357 
6568 
5402 
1893 
1218 
4641 
6450 
7306 


2404. 


3850 
2189 
11344 
7804 
4737 


TRACT 


0205. 
0227. 
0237. 
0251. 
0261. 
0281. 
0291. 
0309. 
0330. 
0349. 


0360. 


02 


0369. 
0381. 
039f. 
0403. 
0417. 
0429. 
0441. 
0481. 
0507. 
0531. 
0547. 
0577. 
0892. 
0906. 
0918. 
1120. 
1136. 
1156. 
+168. 


1194 
0002 
0022 
0030 


“02 
(02 
‘01 


0109. 
0151. 


0172. 


02 


0186. 
0194. 
0202. 


0209 


-02 


0218. 
0224. 


0231 
0235 


-O1 
-O2 


TABLE 1-IRS- Section 42(d)(5)€C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





TRAC) 
021% 
0228 
0235 
025% 
026: 
028; 
029% 
031° 
034: 
035: 
036: 
037° 
038: 
039: 
040! 
0415 
043 
044: 
048: 
051: 
053: 
O54! 
057! 
089' 
030! 
092! 
112: 
113; 
145i 
1171 
120 
000 
002: 
003! 
Ott 
015 
017 
018 
019 
020 
021 
021 
022 
023 
023 


0342. 
0352. 
0361. 
0371. 
0382. 
0393. 
0405. 
0419. 
0431. 
0443. 
0483. 
0513. 
0533. 
0543. 
0579, 
0896. 
03908. 
0920. 
1124. 
1138. 
1458. 
1170. 
1200. 
0006. 
0024. 


0030.02 


Ot. 
0156.01 
0174.01 
0188. 
0196... 
0204. 
0213.01 
0219. 
0226. 
0231.02 
0237. 


POP. 
4690 
2260 

500 
2234 
1888 
3459 
3137 
2378 
7788 
1348 
1287 
3129 
6604 
2656 
1293 
2134 
4980 
6224 

755, 
4079 
6588 
1095 
1137 
3323 
3031 
2194 
2700 

468 
2400 
1689 
1943 


10638 


6242 
2602 


2749: 
2046 © 
4770 : 


4958 
3325 
1576. 
3379 
6472 
3957 
1160. 
5994 


TRACT 
0219. 


0156.02 
0178. 
0189. 
0197.02 


0243.02 
0220. 
0227.01 
0232. 
0239. 


POP. 
3163 
3374 
1431 
6104 
3491 
277 
865 
5039 
5822 
4995 
3601 
3724 
3927 
3655 
3774 
2635 
3288 
1492 
253 
5369 
4144 
3906 
7497 


TRACT 
0221. 
0231. 
0243. 
0257. 
0267. 
0285.02 
0301. 
0317.01 
0347. 
0357. 
0363. 
0375. 
0385. 
0397. 
0411. 
0423. 
0435. 
0453. 
0489. 
0525. 
0537. 
0553. 
0794. 
0900. 
0912. 
1100. 
1130. 
1150. 
1162. 
1176.01 
1214, 
0014.02 
0026.01 
0036.01 
ori7. 
0164. 
0180. 
0190. 
0198: 
0207.02 
0216. 
0221.01 
0227.02 
0233. 
0243.02 


POP. 
2830 
2313 
3113 
1237 
3955 
3582 
2325 
3360 


2341. 


1224 


3598 


2197 
2964 
3266 
2805 
2473 
4327 
1590 
4807 
3065 
1306 


2115. 


1954 
2234 
8484 

684 
3516 
1734 
1436 
2049 
5452 
2620 
2721 
2544 

139 
6729 
7506 
1424 


1430 . 


2308 
6125 
610 
708 
5446 
8289 


TRACT. POP... 
0225. 755 
0233. 5183 
0245. 3532 
0259.01 1645 
0269. 2333 
0287. 2136 
0303. 3116 
0326. 6723 
0348.01 530 
0359. 3686 
0365..02 835 
0377. 3763 
0387. 3244 
0399. 2253 
0413. 3192 
0425. 2113 
0437. 4894 
0465. 2159 
0493. 8116 
0527. 5626 
0539. 3792 
0559. 200 
0884. 5109 
0902. 2637 
0914. 1298 
1114. 1363 
1132. 1501 
1152. 2296 
1164, 2216 
1190. 1675 
0012. 6961 
0026.02 1876 
0041. 8669 
0119. 1704 
0166. 6148 
0182. 7766 
0192. 4351 
0200: 3309 
0208. 4179 
0217.01 656 
0222. 1921 
0228. 5296 
0234, 3828 


0245. 13335 


sadjaN / 0661 ‘zz ysn3ny ‘Aepsaupay, / EST ‘ON ‘SS ‘JOA -/ J0\SIZey yeIEpes 





TABLE 141 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: New York, NY 


. 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 

’ NY NEW. YORK 0249. 1112 0251. 2629 
0311. 197 

NY. QUEENS 0019. 773 0025. 8588 

0180. 859 0197. 502 

0365. 1963 0377. 2262 

0952. 1642 0972. 15103 

NY RICHMOND - 0015. 157 0133.01 .1974 

NY WESTCHESTER 0005. 4634 0029. 3454 


1654717 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Newark, NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT - 0) TRACT PoP. 

NU ESSEX 0002. 2106 - 0003. 3665 
0011. 719 0013. 2626 
0018. 4243 0019. 2585 
0028. 2645 0029. 2050 
0035. 4600 0037. 3693 
0042. 4518 0043. 2981 
0052. 3027 0053. 3940 
0058. 3465 0059. 2447 
0065. 2358 0066. 4016 
0081. 3848 0082. 1069 
0087. 4344 008s. 1834 
0094. 5969 0096. 6004 
0106. 6134 0107. 4626 
0116. 3419 0124. 4312 
0184. 2901 

NJ UNION 0301. 89 0302. 3032 
0342. 5519 0390. 3263 


312354 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Niagara Falls, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
NY NIAGARA 0202. 3813 o2c5s. 3107 


13330 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT . POP. TRACT POP. 
VA CHESAPEAKE 0201. 6512 





ACTS 






TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
3 0261. 10137 0269. 7709 0277. 6431 0291. 10039 
3 0043. 2628 0044.02 170 0087. 5751 0107. 111 
2 0246. 37 0250. 207 0252. 4876 0260. 1626 
2 0442. 1547 0446.01 2133 0559. 1143 o768. 704 
: 0992. 2526 o998. 10554 
4 0319.01 2605 0323. 330 
A 0031. 2322 0093. 2091 


TS / PERCENT 20.0 


TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. TRACT “POP. 
5 0007. 6328 0008 . 3876 0009. $881 0010. © 2282 
3 0014. 4720 0015. 2533 0016. 2638 0017. 3574 
5 0024. 4864 0025. 5803 0026. 3451 -0027. 1948 
: 0030. 1896 0031. 5476 0032. 1088 0034. 1439 
3 0038. 2439 0039. 2630 0040. 1524 0041. 4617 
1 0045. 4890 0048.01 3088 0048.02 6956 9050. 2170 
: 0054. 4573 0055. 1325 0056. 1779 0057. 2347 
7 0060. 416 0062. 4820 0063. 4642 0064. 1493 
A 0067. 3805 0068 . 3292 0075.02 3460 0080. 1794 
a 0083. 736 0084. 1308 0085. 1250 0086. 6298 
4 0089. 2334 0091. 3319 0092. 2829 0093. 5354 
4 0097. $320 0099. 2977 0103. 4781 0104. 4511 
A 0109. 3314 0110. 1226 0112. 4011 . 0113. 3617 
2 0131. 3235 0167. 2117 0171. 2246 0181. 2296 
2 . (0303. 3125 0304. 6170 0306. 2961 0308.01 816 
3 0393. 4299 


TS / PERCENT 16.6 


Zz ysnsny ‘Aepsaupam /-€91 ‘ON ‘SS ‘JOA / Ja]sisay [819pe.j 


= 
TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 2 
7 0211. 2544 0216. 1263 0237. 2603 — 
Z 
TS / PERCENT 5.9 2 
; © 
© 
« 
ws, VA 
TRACT POR. TRACT .POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


Grrre 








TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, VA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
VA HAMPTON 0106.01 
VA NEWPORT NEWS 0302. 
VA NORFOLK 0016. 
0035 ,02 
0045. 
0083. 
VA PORTSMOUTH 0105. 
0118. 
VA SUFFOLK 0654. 
VA VIRGINIA BEACH 0432, 


126083 TOTAL POPULATION OF 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Norwalk, CT 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
CT FAIRFIELD 0437. 

7606 TOTAL POPULATION -OF 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Oakland, CA 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
CA ALAMEDA 400S. 

4011. 

4017. 

4024. 

4031. 

4059. 

4075. 

4093. 

4104. 

4229. 

4240. 

CA CONTRA COSTA 3090. 
3680. 


237680. TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Ocala; FL 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
FL MARION 0017. 


7779 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


POP. ‘TRACT POP. = TRA 
3339 

4229 0304. 3380 03 
1028 0021. 2696 00 
1828 0036. 278 00. 
2511 0046. 2962 00 
2262 0059.03 4125 00: 
2013 0110. 1093 o1 
4460 0119. 3103 o1 
3763 0655. 3206 

1025 0450. 3562 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
1737 0441. 2857 04 
QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


POP. TRACT POP, TRA 
32614 4006. 1691 40 
3698 4012. 2492 40 
1883 4018. 1735 40 
2083 4025. 2103 40 

583 4033. 1980 40 
5499 4060. 2213 40 
$237 4085. 4371 40 
4002 4094. 3158 40 
2966 4204. 2514 42 
2396 4231. 3661 42 
$047 4274. 3527 42 
3510 3100. 3244 31 
6010 3750. 2733 37 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


POP. 
4101 


TRACT 
0018. 


POP. 
3678 


TRA 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


VA 5 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0305. 3068 0306. 3918 0307. 3032 

0025. 3403 0026. 2967 0029. 6387 0035.01 2984 
0041. 2197 0042. 2149 0043. 3512 0044. 3605 
0047. 2042 0048. 1706 0050. 1936 0052. 4308 
0065.01 3168 0065.02 5086 . 

O1nt. 2578 0112. 455 0113. 821 0114. 2751 
0121. 1991 0126. 4644 


‘PERCENT 10.9 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0445. 3012 


PERCENT 6.0 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP, TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
4007. 4088 4008. 3003 4009. 2426 4010. 5270 
4013. 2518 4014, 3930 4015. 1604 4016. 1517 
4019. $22 4020. 39 4021. 1738 4022. 1538 
4026. 838 4027. 1130 4028. 1596 4029. 1127 
4034. 3351 4035. 5491 4054, 6210 4058. 3529 
4062. 6754 4072. 4631 4073. 1460 4074. 2875 
4088. 4418 4089. 2397 4091. 2262 4092. 2632 
4095. 2596 4096. 4214 4097. 4470 4103. 2914 
4222. 3129 4224. 3337 4227. 4713 4228. 5763 
4232. 2652 4233. 3339 4234. 4379 4236. 7906 
4276. 4487 4502. 387 
3120. 1384 3160. 1047 3280. 998 3650.02 3331 
3760. 4727 3770. 5098 3790. 5842 3800. 2506 


PERCENT 13.5 


Sao0N / O66I ‘zz IsNBnYy ‘Aepsaupayy / EOL ‘ON “SS “JOA / 19\s1Zay jesepay 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


' PERCENT 6.4 




































TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Odessa, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. Tk 
TX ECTOR 0014. 953 0018. 3243 


4196 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Oklahoma City, OK 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TE 
OK CANADIAN 3004. 1430 
OK CLEVELAND 2001. 411 2002. 2044 ; 
OK MCCLAIN 4004. 1195 
OK OKLAHOMA 1004." 5165 1010. 2837 ‘ 
1016. 895 1024. 3485 , 
1030. 1082 1031.01 266 ‘ 
1036.01 341 1036 .02 47 , 
1044. 2705 1043. 3083 
1056. 5396 1057. 1085 : 
OK POTTAWATOMIE 5001. 1609 5002. 2266 ‘ 


87045 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Omaha, NE-IA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TI 

IA POTTAWATTAMIE 0307. 3260 0309. 1751 

NE DOUGLAS 0006. 2232 0007. 1697 ( 
0012. 1424 0013.01 593 ( 
0017. 876 0018. 1134 ( 
0039. 2306 0040. 2040 ( 
0059.02 3043 0074.10 47 


49623 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Orange County, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. T 
NY ORANGE 0004. 4688 0005. 6044. ( 


18098 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Orlando, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP.. T 
FL ORANGE 0101. 1296 0104. 2653 

0119.01 3899 0148.01 1686 ( 
FL SEMINOLE 0201.01 1172 0204.01 2004 f 


45576 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 





/ 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 3.6 


TRACT POP. 
2012.01 2492 
1011. 1295 
1025. 1001 
1032. 1698 
1037. 541 
1044. 3069 
1058. 1218 
5013. 2902 


PERCENT 10.4 


TRACT POP. 
0008. 2354 
0013.02 589 
0019. 18147 
0041. 783 


PERCENT 8.5 


TRACT POP. 
0012. 


PERCENT 7.0 


TRACT POP. 
0105. 2609 
0155.02 1191 
0205. 3807 


PERCENT 6.5 


2169 


TRACT 


TRACT 
2012.02 


1012. 
1026. 
1033. 
1038. 
1046. 
1082.07 


TRACT 


0014. 
0021. 
0051. 


TRACT 
0022. 


TRACT 
0106. 
0159.01 
0211. 


PoP. 


POP. 
5709 


1750 

954 
1943 
1064 
1013 
2148 


POP. 


1165 

363 
2213 
3066 


POP. 
3013 


POP. 
4046 
2830 
2139 


TRACT 


TRACT 


2012. 


1014. 
1028. 
1034. 
1039. 
1047. 
-03 


1088 


TRACT 


0010. 
0015. 
0029. 
0052. 


TRACT 


0150. 


TRACT 


0117. 
0176. 


03 


01 


POP. 


POP. 
1585 


2333 
3617 

680 
4738 
1529 
1775 


POP. 


1555 

523 
4331 
2826 


pop: 
2184 


POP. 
5628 
5310 


TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP. 
1015. 2981 
1029. 456 
1035. 584 
1040. 608 
1054. 2020 
TRACT POP. 
0011. 1238 
0016. 2113 
0032. 1970 
OOF3. 2314 
TRACT POP. 
TRACT POP. 


0117.02 5306 
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TABLE 1 -IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN ARES: Owensboro, KY 


STATE AND CQUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
KY DAVIESS 0002. 3903 0004. 6452 


10355 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Oxnaerd-Ventura, CA 


STATE ANO COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
CA VENTURA 0006. 43538 0023. -. 3832 0024 
0043.01 2938 0046. 2701 0049 


30205 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Panama City. FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT POP. TRACT 
FL BAY 0016. 4542 0020. 543 


5085 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-0OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
OH WASHINGTON 0207. 1449 


wy wooo 0006. 1062 0007.01 4116 
6627 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pawtucket-Woonsocket-Attleboro, RI-MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
RI PROVIDENCE 0108. 4092 0110, 4603 0149 
Q174. 4978 0176. 2800 0179 


34719 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pensacola, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
FL ESCAMBIA 0001. 212 0002. 2440 0004 
0016. 2721 0017. 4088 0018 


24127 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS. / PERGE 





RACT 


ERCENT 


RACT 
0024. 
0049. 


ERCENT 


RACT 


ERCENT 


RACT 


ERCENT 


TRACT 
0149. 
0179. 


ERCENT 


‘TRACT 
0004. 
0018. 


7ERGENT 


12.0 


POP. 
1958 
4918 


5.7 


POP. 


5.2 


POP. 


POP, 
636 
3857 


11.3 


POP. 
4080 
3627 


TRACT 
0028 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


~O154. 
0180, 


TRACT 


.02 
0057. 


POP. 
161 
1872 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
4621 
1898 


POP. 
2560 


TRACT 


0032. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0152. 
0181. 


TRACT 


0007. 


POP. 
6734 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1879 
2973 


PoP. 
1925 


TRACT 


0035. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0172. 
0183. 


TRACT 


0015. 


POP. 
733 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1066 
1616 


POP. 
2474 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Peoria, IL 


STATE AND COUNTY 
IL PEORIA 


TRACT 
0001. 
0013. 


POP. 
2186 
2085 


TRACT 


0004. 
0017. 


14693 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Philadelphia, PA-NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY 
NJ BURLINGTON 
NJ CAMDEN 


PA DELAWARE 


PA MONTGOMERY 
PA PHILADELPHIA 


TRACT 
7012.04 
6001. 
6007. 
6017. 
4025. 
4057. 
2039.01 
0002. 
0019. 
0025. 
0034. 
0066. 
0086. 
0092. 
0103. 
0109. 
0131. 
0140. 
0147. 
0155. 
0164. 
0170. 
0176. 
0196. 
0202. 
0244. 
0322. 


POP. 
2852 
741 
2159 
3385 
3731 
2399 
3770 
1150 
3788 
4960 
557 
4253 
6559 
3440 
3168 
3143 
2772 
4622 
3540 
4565 
6141 
4532 


10791 


2390 
7359 
4200 

225 


TRACT 


7021.03 
6002. 
6008 . 
6018. 
4049.01 
4058.01 
2039.02 
0005. 
0020. 
0027. 
0035. 
0069. 
0087. 
0093. 
0104. 
0110. 
0132. 
0141. 
0148. 
0156. 
0165. 
0171. 
0177. 
0197. 
0203. 
0245. 


POP. TR 
561 O 
1446 


TRACTS / PE 


POP. TR 
3018 
2923 
5812 
2442 
2802 
2191 
2819 
461 
2681 
8576 
123 
2974 
7210 
5286 
4421 
4767 
4722 
3536 
1738 
2857 
5095 
6076 
9122 
7213 
4752 
4598 


rr Are rAMAAAAAAAMA AA MOM Ond Ba AH A 


641959 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Phoenix, AZ 


STATE AND COUNTY 
AZ MARICOPA 


TRACT 
0608. 
1102. 
1138. 
1144. 


POP. 
3723 

428 
2497 
4089 


TRACT 
0609. 
1128. 
1139. 
1145. 


POP. TI 
4273 i 
1032 
4330 
4665 


TRACT 
0005. 


POP. 
2689 


/ PERCENT 4.0 


TRACT 


6003. 
6009. 
6019. 
4049.02 
4058.02 
2090. 
0013. 
0021. 
0030. 
0036. 
0070. 
0088. 
0094. 
0105. 
Ott. 
0133. 
0142. 
0149. 
0157. 
0166. 
0172. 
0178. 
0198. 
0204. 
0246. 


POP. 


5047 
4087 
3655 
1303 
2897 
1777 
5152 
2814 
8030 
7813 
5633 
8440 
4235 
5297 
5727 
2676 
2232 
6853 
2628 
1788 


11316 


6881 
7486 
4217 
3633 


/ PERCENT 13.6 


TRACT 
0716. 
1129. 
1140. 
1146. 


POP. 


2239 


5321 
2200 
2677 


TRACT 
000s. 


TRACT 


6004. 
6011. 


4052. 
4059. 


0014. 
0022. 
0031. 
0041. 
0074. 
0089. 
0095. 
0106. 
0112. 
0137. 
0144. 
0151. 
0161. 
0167. 
0173. 
0181. 


TRACT 
0822.02 
1131. 
1141. 
1147. 


POP. 
2977 


POP. 


5119 
8750 


4540 
35 


3469 
2262 
6422 


14936 


5963 
2246 
4214 
2132 
6672 
7220 
3362 


10745 


6546 


10391 


3993 

191 
5827 
3283 
5823 


POP. 
3182 
3274 

883 
4162 


TRACT 
0010. 


TRACT 


6005. 
6013. 


4054. 
4060. 


0015. 
0023. 
0032. 
0046. 
0077. 
0090. 
0096. 
0107. 
0126. 
0138. 
0145. 
0152. 
0162. 
0168. 
0174, 
0182. 
0200. 
0239. 
0294. 


TRACT 
0926. 
1132. 
1142. 
1148. 


POP. 
585 


POP. 


1205 
6533 


3435 
403 


2512 
2908 
6926 
3072 
1898 
3805 
5230 
4718 

4093 
3728 
2764 


11241 


3537 
5903 
3780 

382 
2536 
1913 
3352 


POP. 
2805 
8371 
2208 
2656 


TRACT 
0012. 


TRACT 


6006. 
6016. 


4055. 


0018. 
0024. 
0033. 
0052. 
0078. 
0091. 
0102. 
0108. 
0127. 
0139. 
0146. 
0153. 
0163. 
0169. 
0175. 
0195. 
0201. 
0241. 
0299. 


TRACT 
0929. 
1133. 
1143. 
1149, 


PoP. 
2164 


POP. 


597 
2507 


1456 


3625 
4760 
7271 


5319 
2722 
3256 
5969 

378 
5404 
3086 
5308 
4229 

14604 
9663 
8399 
9799 
1463 
4698 


POP. 
3245 
5894 
4898 
2983 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(S)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Phoenix, AZ 

STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 

AZ MARICOPA 1150. 
3187. 
5231.01 


131089 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pine Bluff, 

STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 

AR JEFFERSON 0005.01 
0021.01 


17527 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pittsburgh, 


STATE AND COUNTY 
P& ALLEGHENY 


TRACT 
0101. 
0405. 
0504. 
0604. 
1301. 
1504. 
2015. 
2203. 
2506. 
4637. 
5140. 
5612. 
754?f. 
8001. 


PA WASHINGTON 
PA WESTMORELAND 


151017 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pittsfield, 


STATE AND COUNTY 
MA BERKSHIRE 


TRACT 
9001. 


4059 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Portland, ME 


STATE AND COUNTY 
ME CUMBERLAND 


TRACT 
0004. 


POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
4427 1153. 2373 115 
3294 3191. 6586 320 
2490 5231.02 2674 623 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


AR 

POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
1059 0005.02 6427 000 
837 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


PA 
POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
1032 0102. 4504 030 
3349 0406. 2523 040 
2179 0508 . 816 0S50 
1541 1006. 2554 111 
2424 1303. 3036 130 
607 1601. 3295 160 
547 2101. 785 210 
341 2205. 324 230 
2815 2603. 595 260 
1944 4824. 1229 483 
2892 5507. 2145 550 
2820 
1859 7751. 1652 783 
1601 8007.01 1591 800 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


MA 


POP. 
4059 


TRACT POP. TRAC 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


POP. 
686 


TRACT 
0005 . 


POP. 
1930 


TRAC 
ooc 


TRACT POP. TRACT 
1154. 2190 1158. 
3200.02 4506 4214. 
6232. 2265 


PERCENT 8.7 


TRACT POP. TRACT 
0006. 1047 0008 . 


PERCENT 19.3 


TRACT POP. TRACT 
0304. 1647 0305. 
0408. 2194 0501. 
os09. 2878 0601. 
1110. 3575 1204. 
1304. 3093 1305. 
1604. 1438 1606. 
2103. 1897 2106. 
2301. 2383 2302. 
2604. 2484 2609. 
4831. 893 4923. 
5508. 3248 5519. 
7831. 1389 
8007.02 2085 8028. 


PERCENT 7.3 


TRACT POP. TRACT 


PERCENT 4.9 


TRACT POP. TRACT 
0006. 841 0007. 


POP. 
4606 
3117 


POP. 
1597 


POP. 
1613 
2066 

216 
2557 
1908 
3328 


2122 
3217 


1185 
2154 


3847 


POP. 


POP. 
1603 


TRACT 
1159. 
4215.01 


TRACT 
0010. 


TRACT 
0401. 
0502. 


1207. 
1502. 
1702. 
2201. 
2502. 
2808. 
5136. 
$521. 


8053. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0008 . 


POP. 
3408 
2714 


POP. 
2833 


POP. 
3381 
1401 

991 
1972 
1287 
4268 

845 
1046 
3008 
3618 
2503 


2349 


POP. 


POP. 
1293 


TRACT 
1161. 
4226. 


TRACT 
0013. 


TRACT 
0404. 
0503. 
0603. 
1208. 
1503. 
1802. 
2202. 
2503. 
4506. 
5137. 
5606. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0009. 


os 


PoP. 
2198 
2206 


POP. 
3727 


POP. 
607 
1850 
1898 
2487 
1810 
1473 
1968 
1934 
1413 
2016 
2015 


PoP. 


POP. 
1352 


Sts 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Portland, ME 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
ME CUMBERLAND OO11. 1670 0012. 


13156 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Portland, OR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 

OR MULTNOMAH 0011.01 1663 0021. 
0033:01 2872 0033.02 
0048. 2737 0049. 
0054. 435 0055. 


48495 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Poughkeepsie, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
NY DUTCHESS 2201, 4226 2202. 


12344 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Providence, RI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT 

RI PROVIDENCE 0002. 8611 0003. 
0008. 2045 000s. 
0014. 4960 0018, 
0031. 3534 


64137 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Provo-Orem, UT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
UT UTAH 0016. 11646 0018. 
0028. 2860 


37235 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Pueblo, CO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT 
CO PUEBLO . 0006. 2361 0007. 
0021. 1940 0029.01 


16311 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS 


POP. 
1978 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
2066 
2939 
2822 
1366 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
2530 


TRACTS / 


POP. 
5608 
2343 
5535 


TRACTS / 


POP. 


10931 


TRACTS / 


POP. 


1508 
2075 


TRAC} 
Oot 


PERCE 


TRAC’ 
002: 
003: 
oo0s« 
Oost 


PERCI 


TRAC’ 
220: 


PERCI 


TRAC 


0011 


001! 


PERC! 


TRAC 


001 


PERC 


TRAC 
000 


TRACTS / PERC 


TRACT POP. 
0014. 1467 


PERCENT 6.8 


TRACT POP. 
0022.02 180 
0034.01 3334 
0050. 587 
0056. 2807 


PERCENT 4.4 


TRACT POP. 
2203. 1332 


PERCENT 5.0 


TRACT POP. 
0004. 3334 
0010. 2321 
0019. 4674 


PERCENT 10.4 
TRACT POP, 
0019. 2911 
PERCENT 17.1 
TRACT POP. 
0008. 3525 


PERCENT 12.9 


TRACT 
0043. 


TRACT 
0023.01 
0034.02 
0051. 


TRACT 
2204, - 


"TRACT 


0014. 
0025. 


TRACT 
0020. 


TRACT 
0012. 


POP. 
336 


POP. 
2318 
2957 
1390 


‘POP. 


1948 


PoP. 
2882 
2658 
2306 


POP. 
4846 


POP. 
2480 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0023.02 
0040.01 
oo0s2. 


TRACT 
2206. 


TRACT 


0012. 
0026. 


TRACT 
0024, 


TRACT 
0013. 


POP. 


POP. 
1086 
6172 
3479 


POP. 
2308 


POP. 
1374 
2643 
3332 


POP. 
750 


PoP. 
693 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0027. 
0042. 
0053. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0007. 
0013. 
0030. 


TRACT 


0025. 


TRACT 


0014. 


02 


POP. 


PoP. 
2464 
2838 
1983 


POP. 


POP. 
1681 
3773 


$23 


POP. 
3291 


POP. 
1729 


saonon / O66L ‘zz IsuBnYy ‘Aepsaupam / E9T ‘ON ‘SS ‘JOA / 2019} [eIEpey 


SSoPre 































TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS -TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Racine, WI 


STATE: AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
WI RACINE 0001. 278 0003. 4012 Ooo 


11094 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Raleigh-Durham, NC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 

NC DURHAM 0003.01 2409 0004.02 3425 ‘ 
0012.01 864 0012.02 976 001: 

NC ORANGE 0107.03 4252 0116. 7364 

NC WAKE 0501. 832 0503. 1550 050% 
oso9. 4033 0510. 2033 O51 


77761 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Rapid City, SD 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC’ 
SD PENNINGTON 0101. 202 


202 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Reading, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 


PA BERKS 0001. 4633 0002. 3581 001 
0022. 1980 0023. 2080 002. 


27899 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Reno, NV 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
NV WASHOE 0001. 2717 0005. 1763 000 
0020. 832 


15417 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Richland-Kennewick-Pasco, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
WA FRANKLIN 0201. 4162 


4162 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 











TRACT POP. 
0005. 6804 


PERCENT 6.4 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0005. 4161 0009. 2174 0010.01 4521 0011. 2987 
0013.01 1709 0014. 3878 0015. 7975 

0504. 2235 0506. 4961 0507. 2840 0508. 2985 
0511. 8612 0522.01 985 


PERCENT 14.6 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


PERCENT -3 


TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0012. 2792 0013. 2412 0017. 2698 0019. 2266 
0024. 1422 0025. 796 0026. 3239 


PERCENT 8.9 


TRACT * POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. 
0006. 919 0012. 2712 0015. 2061 0018. 4413 


PERCENT 8.0 
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TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Richmond-Petersburg, VA 


STATE. AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
VA HOPEWELL 0202. 32 0203. 3205 
VA PETERSBURG 0101. 4304 0102. 440 
VA RICHMOND 0110. 3808 0201. 2575 
0206. 1996 0207. 1746 
0303. 976 0305. 1788 
0411. 4155 0412. 1135 


89216 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CA RIVERSIDE 0303. 3768 0304. 4686 
CA SAN BERNARDINO 0041. 8909 0042. 8665 

0056. 4853 0057. 870 


65318 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS /— 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Roanoke, VA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
VA ROANOKE 0007. 4486 0008. 3218 
0013. 4778 


26932 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Rochester, MN. 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MN. OLMSTED 0001. 973 


973 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Rochester, NY 


STATE ‘AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
NY MONROE 0007. 1137 0010. 3661 
0017. 1825 0023. 4759 
0041. 2137 0043. 521 
0052. 2790 0053. 2779 
0075. 3307 0089. 72 
0093.02 1403 0094.01 472 
0096.02 2268 0096.03 2602 
NY ONTARIO 0517. 2390 0518. 2975 


85611 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 











TRACT POP. 


0103. 3701 0104. 2699 0106. 2355 0107. 4019 


0202. 5249 0203. 2606 0204. 5642 0205. 1931 
0208. 2614 0209. 4010 0301. 3578 0302. 2021 
0401. 136 0402. 2036 0403. 2422 0404. 3751 
0601. 2241 0602. 3758 0603. 2249 0607. 6038 


S / PERCENT 11.7 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


0313. 2307 0434.01 4971 0442. 4398 
0047. 4650 0048. 2764 0049. 4619 0055. 49939 
ooss. 2417 oos9. 1026 0060. 758 0068. 658 


S / PERCENT 4.2 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0009. 5808 0010. 3296 0011. 997 0012. 4349 


S / PERCENT 12.2 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


Ss / PERCENT 1.1 
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TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
| 0013. 1765 0014. 2109 0015. 2116 0016. 1027 
0027. 1719 0032. 2588 0033. 1550 0039. 1720 
| 0046.02 2470 0047.01 1945 0048. 2509 0051. 2004 
) 0056. 2845 0059. 2076 Oo6S. 2340 0069. 2617 
0090. 831 0091. 877 0092. 1739 0093.01 2286 
‘ 0094.02 1093 0094.03 770 0095. 2100 0096.01 2067 
j 


0096.04 1657 0153.01 3693 


'S / PERCENT 8.8 


TABLE 1 IRS Seétion 42(d)(5)(C). QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Rockford, fb 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP . TRACT POP. T 
IL WINNEBAGO 0010: 3768 0011, 1689 


16047 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sacraiierto, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRacT POP. TRAGT POP. T 
CA PLACER @217. 228 
CA. SACRAMENTO 0005 . 3157 006. 974 
OO12. 2568 0013. 3016 
, 0027. 2836 0028. 2619 
064. 4514 0065. 3406 
CA YOLO 0101.01 S059 0105.01 ‘4515 


oa 77270 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sagifiaw-Bay City-Midland, MI 


F\Ly id 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. T 

MI BAY 0002. 1064 0011. 1305 

MI SAGINAW 0001. 1761 0003. 1338 
Oot. 4300 


24485 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: St. Cloud, MN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. T 
MN STEARNS 0001. 369 


369 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: St. Joseph, MO 


STATE AND COUNTY ~. -TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. 1 
MO BUCHANAN 0010. 3748 0012. 1733 


‘6086 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 


METROPOLITAN AREA: St. Louis, MO~IL 


STATE. AND. COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT pop . 1 
tL MADISON 4004. 1621 4007. 3480 


tt $f. CLAIR» 5004. $684 5005. $070 
8011. 3290 8012. 7518 





esr 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0021. 2723 0026. 4452 028. 2153 0029. 1292 


PERCENT 5.7 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


0007 . 1326 0009. 69 6616. 890 0011, 1143 
0014. 2514 6018. 4787 06206. 2437 0022. 4619 
0036. 3iz7> Goat. 3366 0052.01. 2686 0053. 905 
0066. 4621 0068. 5644 0070.01 2555 

0106.02 4764 


PERCENT 7:0 

TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0004. 3071 0005S. 371 0007. 5895 0009. 4780 
PERCENT 5.8 . 

TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP’. TRACT PoP. 
PERCENT. .2 


TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0013. 605 


PERCENT 6.9 


scOHON / O66E “Zz waeny “hepsaupe Ay / CSE -ONE ‘SS Je / JaNoy puspay 


TRACT POP. TRACT pop. TRACT | POP. TRACT PoP. 


5006. 2916 5008 . 353 §009. 8178 S010... 4964 
5013. 7758 $022. 5058 $024.01 3000 5025. 2237 








TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: St. Louis, MO-IL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 

IL ST. CLAIR 5027. 2236 5028. 3097 5 
$042.02 1464 

MO ST. LOUIS 2128. 4744 2139. 2874 2 

MO ST. LOUIS 1018. 4260 1052. 2871 1 
1062. 4129 1063. 5346 4 
1076. 3845 1085. 1069 it 
1104. 5046 1105. 4103 1 
1115. 2909 1122. 4017 1 
1185. 1437 1186. 3364 1 
1202. 2193 1203. 3240 1 
1221. 1469 1222. 106 1 
1234. 2436 1241. 6287 1 
1266. 4620 1267. 3205 


307623 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE! 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Salem, OR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
OR MARION 0001. 818 


818 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Salem-Gloucester, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
MA ESSEX 2043. 3382 2108. 3901 2 


10467 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
UT SALT LAKE 1001. 2110 1003.03 193 1 
1017. 3226 1019. 2156 1 
1024. 1067 1925. 704 1 
UT WEBER 2009. 4178 2010. 666 2 


45342 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: San Angelo, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY — TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
TX TOM GREEN 0005 . 2135 0006. 1354 O 


6690 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 






5023. 2950 5030. 1465 5041. 1369 5042.01 3478 
2140. 1183 2169. 1823 

1053. 4013 1054. 3564 1055. 6296 1061. 5854 
1064. 4863 1066. 4353 1067. 5847 1074. 6112 
1097. 7592 1101. 5619 1102. 5254 1103. 5092 
1141. 4341 1112. 4517 1713. 3869 1114. 4625 
9123. 4345 1173. 4504 1181. 2872 1184. 1466 
1194. 6303 1192. 2624 1193. 3829 1201. 2040 
1211. 4806 1212. 3989 1213. 2702 1214. 344 
1224. 4892 1231. 4400 1232. 2864 1233. 3672 
1242. 4526 1243. 5209 1255. 2323 1257. 3340 


PERCENT 13.4 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 


PERCENT -3 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
2215. 3184 


PERCENT 4.1 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
1007. 2855 1008. 2201 1014. 4831 1015. 3093 
1020. 2838 1021. 1287 1022. 4s5 1023. 2160 
1029. 3306 1032. 47411 
2011. 567 2012. 2732 


PERCENT 5.0 


Ssa0N0N / O66L “zz IsnBNY ‘Aepsoupam / E9T ‘ON ‘SS "[OA / J9}sISay JeIOper 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0009. 3201 


PERCENT 7.9 


6SPrE 


TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(S)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: San Antonio, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
TX BEXAR 1101. 3146 1102. 41585 
41108. 3099 1109. 1060 
1304. 7816 1305. 5073 
1561. 6143 4565. 9845 
1601: 7096 1701. 8903 
41768. 1448 1709. 6932 


162242 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: San BDi6Go, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT PoP, 
CA SAN DIEGO 0669. 4259 0624. 5508 
0036. 7662 0088. 6055 
0047. 2217 0048. 3573 
6053. 4395 0054. 486 
0083.05 4752 0091.02 2433 
0115. 320 0117. 4739 
0157.61 44176 0184. 2318 


153019 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sat Francisco, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 

CA MARIN 1050. $420 4290. 1609 

CA SAN FRANCISCO 0106. 4440 0107. 5349 
0117. 1819 0118. 1515 
0123. 5070 0124. 5243 
0159. 2243 0160. 1246 
016s. 4635 0167. 4783 
0178. 3656 0179.01 374 
0203. 3057 0208. 5395 
0232. 3493 0234. 2951 

CA SAN MATEO 6002. 2749 6062. 4775 
6120. 4614 


212922 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: San Jose, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT POP. 
CA SANTA CLARA 5008. 2432 5009. 4905 
5019. 5126 5016. 5336 


$031.03 4798 $036.02 2587 





CTS ‘ 5 


TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. TRACT POP: TRACT PoP. 
1163. $767 1105. 4093 1106. 3528 1107. 2048 
1110. 3180 1301. 4511 1302. 1798 1303. 3611 
1306. 4766 1307. 3036 1401. 2178 1416. 447 
1568. 3131 ° 1818. $99 1849. 25968 1886: a60 
1702. 8440 1703. 7836 1704. 11162 1707. 6166 
1710. 6863 17141. 4773 1712. 4352 1901. 4598 


S / PERCENT 15.1 


TRACT POP. TRACT PdP, TRACT pop, TRACT Pép, 
06027:01 5846 0033. 8164 0634.02 6330 003s. 5667 
0040. 3306 0641. 2863 6045, 3989 6646. 2147 


0049. 4159 0050. 1578 0051. 1327 0052. 1597 
0056. 1804 0057. 1597 0058. 984 Q066. 2038 
0100.05 6724 0100.06 5935 0100.07 726 0114. 1912 
0120. 7471 0121. 4363 0123.02 874 0132.02 8173 
0166.03 6847 0202.01 4512 


§ / PERCENT 8.2 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
| 
) O111. 4989 0113. 2840 0114. 3084 0115. 842 
, 0119. 4971 0120. 3554 0121. .3491 0122. 5095 
) 0125. 4962 0184. 1393 0155. 2639 0168. 5866 
| 0161. 4660 0162. 2441 0163. 3988 0164. 3544 
) 0168. 5826 0176.01 4302 0176.02 354 0177. 1816 
, 0179.02 3935 0180. 1365 0201. 4729 0202. 5404 
, 0209. 3841 0228. 9831 0229. 9296 0231. 4628 
0605. $534 0609. 28 
6102. 7169 6117. 4432 6118. 3455 6119. 6282 


$ / PERCENT 14.9 


se00n; / OGGE ‘Zz 1suSHYy ‘ABpsoupayy / EOL ON ‘SS: ‘TOA / JeSIsay PRIEPeJ 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
5010. 3967 5011. 5855 5012. 3659 5614. 4117 
5017. 4087 5019. 41706 5020. 7638 5631.01 $432 


$037.02 4656 $037.05 6719 5049.02 433 5052.01 402 








TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: San Jose, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CA SANTA CLARA 5087 .02 459 5116.02 3666 


84985 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoc, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CA SANTA BARBARA 0009. 3243 0010. 4905 


23978 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Santa Cruz, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CA SANTA CRUZ 1004. 3063 1007. 1352 


20732 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Santa Fe, NM 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
NM SANTA FE 0003. 2188 0004. 1061 


9800 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CA SONOMA 1514. 6176 1519. 2582 


10225 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sarasota, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
FL SARASOTA 0003. 5044 


5044 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Savannah, GA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
GA CHATHAM 0001. 1418 0006.01 5403 
0013. 1209 0015. 1149 


0023. 
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PEI 
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TRACT POP. 
5126. 7615 


PERCENT 6.6 


TRACT POP. 
0027.02 4364 


PERCENT 8.0 


TRACT POP. 
1008. 4988 


PERCENT 11.0 


TRACT POP. 


0007. 2807 
PERCENT 10.5 


TRACT POP. 
1520. 1467 


PERCENT 3.4 
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PERCENT 2.5 
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0017. 1469 
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TRACT 


TRACT 
0010. 
0018. 
0101.01 


POP. 
8373 


POP. 
3496 


POP. 
3744 


POP. 
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PoP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Savannah, GA 
STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT PoP. ' TF 


33877 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Scranton--Wilkes-Barre, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 
PA LACKAWANNA 1001. 633 1002. 2130 
PA LUZERNE 2009. 4241 2125. 1504 


15667 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Seattle, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 

WA KING 0047. 3880 0053.01 5616 ( 
0074. 7588 0075. 5064 \ 
0081. 2455 0082. 2243 ( 
0087. 3175 ooso. 1678 ¢ 
0265. 2187 0331. 26 

WA. SNOHOMISH 0402. 3736 0404. 3587 ( 


92640 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sharon, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. Tt 
PA MERCER 0302. 657 0307. 2250 ( 


5434 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sheboygan, WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. Ti 
WI SHEBOYGAN 0006 . 812 


812 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sherman-Denison, TX 


STATE ANDO COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TI 
TX GRAYSON 0002. 2281 0016.01 2726 


5007 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / P 





Ss 


TRACT POP. 


PERCENT 15.4 


TRACT POP. 
1007. 1521 
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PERCENT -8 


TRACT POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Shreveport, LA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 

LA BOSSIER 0103. 1839 

LA CADDO 0201. 264 0202. 862 
0208. 2442 0209. 1923 
0251. 3130 


38136 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED GENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sioux City, IA-NE 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
IA WOODBURY 0012. 3020 0015. 2668 


7509 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Sioux Falls, SD 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
SD MINNEHAHA 0007. 1352 


1352 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS , 


METROPOLITAN AREA: South Bend-Mishawaka, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
IN ST. JOSEPH 0006. 3525 0017. 1008 
0029. 1851 


12568 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS , 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Spokane, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
WA SPOKANE 0022. 349 0024. 2668 
0035. 1187 0036. 3265 


16295 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS , 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Springfield, 1L 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
IL SANGAMON 0008. 3445 0009. 3536 


10985 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS , 
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TRACT POP. 
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PERCENT 11.4 
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PERCENT 6.4 


TRACT POP. 
PERCENT 1.2 
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PERCENT 5.2 
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POP. 


3283 
7787 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Springfield, MO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MO GREENE 0001. 1859 0002. 3912 


15146 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Springfield, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
MA HAMPDEN 8006. 3017 8007. 4136 
8013. 5214 8014.01 4217 
8115. 3395 8116. 5144 


54217 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Stamford, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CT FAIRFIELD 0201. 2853 0215. 4829 


16626 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: State College, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
PA CENTRE 0120. 5719 0121. 6516 


17276 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Steubenville-Weirton, OH-wWwV 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
OH JEFFERSON 0001. 759 0002. 3689 


7748 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Stockton, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP TRACI PoP 
CA SAN JOAQUIN 0001 4345 0002 488 
0017 2687 0022. 6296 


34079 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C). QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





METROPOLITAN AREA: Syracuse, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
NY ONONDAGA 0005 . 1401 0013. 1475 oa 
0032. 1409 0033. 1268 oO 
0042. 2579 0043. 9393 oO 


48497 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PET 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tacoma, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
WA PIERCE 0613. 4592 0614. 2652 Or 
0622. 2745 0627. 1308 QO’ 


34314 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tallahassee, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
FL LEON 0001. 513 0005. 2630 oO 
: 0013. 4273 0014. 6070 


24337 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
FL HILLSBOROUGH 0012. 3436 0019. 3271 oO 
‘ 0034. 3744 0038. 1995 oO 

0044. 2747 ooso. 4081 Oo 

FL PINELLAS 0205. 4827 0208. 5139 0 
0214. 2112 0215. 3131 Oo 


85418 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED: CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Terre Haute, IN 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. FR 
IN VIGO 0001. 370 0002. 4666 


5036 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, AR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT PoP. TR 
AR MILLER 0203. 643 0206. 3374 
TX BOWIE. 0105. 3090 


7107 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


/ PERCENT 6.3 
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POP. 
1299 


POP. 
4350 
3956 


2302 
2793 


POP. 


POP. 
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METROPOLITAN AREA: Toledo, OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 

OH LUCAS 0012.02 
0027. 
0033. 
0051. 

OH. WOOD 0217. 


70062 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Topeka, KS 


TRACT 
0001. 


STATE AND COUNTY 
KS SHAWNEE 


7807 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Trenton, NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY “TRACT 
NJ MERCER 0009. 
0017. 


47460 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tucson, 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
AZ PIMA e 0001. 
0010. 
0024. 


61840 TOTAL POPULATION OF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tulsa, OK 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT 
OK. CREEK 0203. 
OK TULSA 0002. 
0012. 
0025. 


TABLE 14 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


47053 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 























POP. TRACT PoP. 
2754 0017. 3430 
1280 0o28. V474 
3420 0034. 1379 
5710 

8708 0218. 8020 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT POP. 
1560 0002. 590 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT POP. 
6541 0010. 3365 
$512 0019. 2093 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP. TRACT POP. 
788 0003. 1920 
1627 0012. 3282 
6093 ‘0026.01 4336 


QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


POP, TRACT POP, 
3080 ‘0210. 3410 
1829 0005 . 3428 
2756 0013. 2675 
2910 0026. 1198 








S / PERCENT 7.2 


PoP. 


0022. 3896 
0029. 2667 
0036. 3854 


PERCENT, 11.4 


TRACT POP. 
0003. 2146 


PERCENT 5.0 


TRACT POP. 
0011. 7702 
0020. 2411 


PERCENT 15.4 


TRACT PoP. 
0004. 3298 
0013.02 ©2175 
9042. 875 


PERCENT 11.6 - 


TRACT POP, 
0006 . 1804 
0021. 4403 
0028. 818 





TRACT 
0023. 
0030. 
0037. 





TRACT 


0011. 


TRACT 


00.14. 
0021. 


TRACT 


0014. 
9048. 


-TRACT 


0007 . 
0022. 
0046. 


TRACT 


0025. 
0031. 
0038. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0015. 
0023. 


TRACT 
0008 . 
0021. 


TRACT 


9009. 
0023. 


0067.01 


4496 
1825 
1272 


POP. 


POP. 
4227 
746 


POP. 
1625 
$960 


POP. 


3036 
1166 
3188 





2923 
3036 
2858 


POP. 


POP. 
1418 


POP. 
3322 
6554 


POP. 


1270 
409 
2760 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tuscaloosa, AL 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
AL TUSCALOOSA 0111. 1290 O12. 4405 oO 
0119. 6125 


24338 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Tyler, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
TX SMITH 0002.02 3323 0007. 3979 


7302 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Utica-Rome, NY 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
NY HERKIMER 0106. 448 
NY ONEIDA 0202.01 694 0203. 1077 o 


0211.01 1554 


10405 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TR 
CA NAPA 2001. 135 
CA SOLANO 2509. 2069 2527.02 3144 2 


16531 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Vancouver, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 
WA CLARK — 0423. 2772 0424. 709 


3481 TOTAL ~POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Victoria, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 
TX VICTORIA 0001. 2733 0003. 5299 C 


8450 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 





TRACT 
0113. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


0204. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
2528. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0011. 


PERCENT 


POP. 
3576 


17.7 


POP. 


PoP. 


799 


POP. 


11183 


POP. | 


1.8 


POP. 
418 


12.3 


TRACT 


0114. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0205. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
4159 


POP. 


POP. 


224 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 
0115. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0207.01 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


PoP. 
272 


POP. 


POP. 


4225 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 


TRACT 


0118. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0210. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


POP. 
4511 


POP. 


POP. 


1384 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
NJ CUMBERLAND 0201. 1057 : 0401. §25 


1582 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Visalia-Tulare-Porterville, CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
CA TULARE 0044. 4578 


4578 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE! 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Waco, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
TX MCLENNAN 0001. 1729 0002. 1510 0003 
0019. 3505 


25534 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Washington, DC-MD-VA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT 
. DC DISTRICT OF COLUMB 0018.01 724 0023.02 2959 0025 
0031. 3035 0033.02 2794 0034 
0042.01 3724 0043. 3095 0044 
0048.01 2089 0048.02 3005 0049 
Qo58. 1157 0059. 1112 0060 
0073.02 4535 0073.04 4052 0074 
0074.07 3666 0074.08 2256 0075 
0077.09 2560 0078.03 4966 0078 
0079.01 4654 0084.01 2301 0084 
9088.02 5224 0088.03 2659 0088 
0091.02 8465 0092.02 6086 0096 
0098.02 2814 0098.03 3347 0098 
Q099.04 4056 0099.05 3632 0039 
MD FREDERICK 7501. 2292 7503. 2047 7509 
MO MONTGOMERY 7009.04 1258 
MD PRINCE GEORGEeS $011.01 219 8020.02 2882 8023 
8045. 580 8048. 4029 80S1 
VA ARLINGTON 1033, 948 
VA FAIRFAX 4219. 2117 4514. 2027 
VA LOUDOUN 6010. 356 
VA PRINCE WILLIAM 9009.01 3963 9909.03 621 
VA ALEXANDRIA 2005, 803 2012.03 4292 2016 


224336 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERCE 





RACT POP. —‘ TRACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. ‘TRACT PoP. 
ERCENT 1.2 ; 

EI 
RACT POP. TRACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. : 
ERCENT 1.9 ; 

, =~ 

RACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. —« TRACT POP. ‘TRACT PoP. < 
0003. 3643 0004. 5635 0012. 4895 0015. 4617 2 
ERCENT 15.0 Zz 

: 

~~ 
RACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. TRACT POP. ‘TRACT POP. 
0025.02 4910 0028. 6492 0029. 4227 0030. 2556 = 
0034. 4808 0038. 2646 0036. 4974 0037. 4764 
0044. 2028 0045. 1567 0046. 3349 0047. 4218 
0049.01 2325 0049.02 1745 0050. 5439 0052.02 591 
0060.02 799 0064. 3373 0071. 3274 0072. 3086 |§& 
0074.01 3985 0074.04 6030 0074.05 7222 0074.06 3307 |—f< 
0075.01 6394 0078.02 4126 0077.09 6849 0077.08 2992 [ff 
0078.04 3885 0078.05 6413 0078.07 2501 0078.08 5927 
0084.02 2159 0085. 4312 0086. $33 0087.02 2078 
0088.04 3350 0089.03 3728 0089.04 4249 0090.01 1398 
0096.01 3506 0096.02 3322 0097. 4559 0098.01 3839 |}, 
0098.04 2426 0098.05 1294 0098.06 6917 0099.03 3902 |—! 
0099.07 3405 ‘ea 
7509. 2215 3 
8023.02 1988 8030.01 2715 8032. 3106 8035.09 4919 |I™> 
8051.01 9240 8086. 6444 z 
2016. 3849 


ERCENT 10.1 





TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Waterbury, CT 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
CT NEW HAVEN 3501. 4014 3502. 4069 


18463 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Waterloo-Cedar Falls, IA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
IA BLACK HAWK 0001. 2642 0007. 2394 


7024 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wausau, WI 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
WI MARATHON 0001. 3188 


3188 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: West Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Delray Beac 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
FL PALM BEACH 0022. 3530 0023. 3998 
0082.01 5958 0083.01 2688 


24612 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wheeling, WV-OH 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POF. 
OM BELMONT o121. 1843 
wv OHIO 0001, 623 0004. 2232 


8969 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wichita, KS 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT PoP. TRACT POP. 
KS SEDGWICK 0004. 2821 0006. 3224 
0026. 2367 0041. 946 


33364 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 





2TS 


TRACT 
3503. 


5S / PERCENT 


TRACT 
0018. 


S / PERCENT 


TRACT 


$ / PERCENT 


Beach, FL 
TRACT 
0024. 


S / PERCENT 


TRACT 
0007. 
S / PERCENT 


TRACT 
0007. 
0042. 


'S / PERCENT 


POP. 
2712 


9.0 


PoP. 
1988 


POP. 


2.9 


POP. 
3108 


POP. 
3066 
4.8 


POP. 
5172 
1707 


af 


TRACT 
3504. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0025. 


TRACT 
0010. 


TRACT 


0065. 


POP. 
4060 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
752 


POP. 


1505 


POP, 
3648 
4721 


TRACT 


3505. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0026. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0018. 
0078. 


POP. 
3443 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
1434 


POP. 


POP. 
2850 
4946 


TRACT 


3506. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0067. 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0025. 


POP. 


165 


POP. 


POP. 


POP. 
3144 


POP. 


POP. 
962 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 
METROPOLITAN AREA: Wichita Falls, TX 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
TX WICHITA 0101. 1516 0102. 2273 010: 


10948 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wil tiamsport, PA 


STATE ANDO COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
PA LYCOMING 0007. 1144 0008 . 2143 


3287 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 

DE NEW CASTLE 0001. 866 0004. 3183 000 
0008 . 442 0009. 2480 001 
0020. 431 0021. 1166 002 
0165. 1858 

NJ SALEM 0203. 3365 


45211 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Wilmington, NC 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
NC NEW HANOVER 0101. 2746 0110. 2288 on 


14287 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Worcester, MA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
MA WORCESTER 7312.01 6977 7313. 3314 731 
7325. 1771 7543. 3245 


29838 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Yakima, WA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRAC 
WA YAKIMA 0001. 2121 0002. 3712 001 


12762 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PERC 





TRACT 
0103. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


0015. 
0022. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
Ott. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 


7314. 


PERCENT 


TRACT 
0015. 


PERCENT 


POP. 
1952 


9.0 


POP. 


2.8 


POP. 
3956 
2358 
3395 


POP. 
3755 


13.8 


POP. 
4421 


POP. 
6929 


TRACT 
0104. 


TRACT, 


TRACT 
0006.01 
0016. 
0023. 


TRACT 
0112. 


TRACT 
73158. 


. TRACT 


POP. 
2322 


POP. 


POP. 
3021 
1934 
3395 


POP. 
2442 


POP. 
4447 


POP. 


TRACT 


0105, 


TRACT 


TRACT 


TRACT 


0113. 


TRACT 


7317. 


TRACT 


-O2 
0017. 
0027. 


POP. 
1278 


POP. 


POP. 
3451 
2749 
1528 


POP. 
1381 


POP. 
1843 


POP. 


TRACT 


0112. 


TRACT 


TRACT 
0007. 
0019. 
0145.01 


TRACT 
0114. 


TRACT 
7320.01 


TRACT 


POP. 
1607 


POP. 


POP. 

2120 
2061 
1452 


POP. 
1675 


POP. 
3820 


POP. 
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TABLE 1. IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


METROPOLITAN AREA: York, PA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 
PA YORK 0001. 1573 0002. 3190 \ 
0016, 1736 


17856 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Youngstown-Warren, OH 


STATE ANO CQUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TF 

OH MAHONING 8002. 1308 8005. 4589 f 
8019. 1667 8020. 2639 g 
8037. 953 8038. 471 f 
8131. 818 


OH TRUMBULL 9201, 1023 9205. 1724 § 
42198 TOTAL POPULATION GF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Yuba City. CA 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP, TRACT ‘POP. TF 
CA YUBA 0401. 3676 


3676 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / Pt 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
0005S. 2641 0007. 3376 0010. 1515 0015. 3825 


/ PERCENT 4.7 


TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
8006. 3185 8008. 962 8009. 1608 8018. 539 
8021. 3904 8034. 2922 8035. 2865 8036. 933 
8039. 922 8040. 4959 8103. 1124 8104. 1920 
9324. 1163 


/ PERCENT 7,9 


TRACT POP, TRACT POP, TRACT POP, TRACT POP, 


/ PERCENT 3.6 
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TABLE 1 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS 


STATE: PUERTO RICO 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP... TRACT POP. TRA 
PR PENUELAS 7302. 423 7303. 828 73 
PR VILLALBA 7201. 2529 7206. 934 72 


7889 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PER 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Aguadilla, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRA 
PR AGUADILLA 4008. 4400 4009. 618 4c 
4013. 367 4014. 1822 4c 


10458 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEF 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Arecibo, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRI 

PR ARECIBO 3004. 395 3008. 33 3 
3003. 39 3018. 1497 3¢ 
3016. 2527 

PR HATILLO 3105. 5815 3102. 1959 


22831 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PEI 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Caguas, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRI 

PR CAGUAS 2004. 210 2009. 2045 a 
2017. 580 

PR-GURABO 2102. 3382 2105. 708 2 
2104. 59 

PR SAN LORENZO 2206. 1097 2207. 2890 2: 
2207. 1965 2206. 2118 


34426. TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / PE 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Mayaguez, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT, POP. TRACT POP. 


TR 
PR ANASCO 8107. 724 8101. 1746 8 
8107. 1851 8105. 898 8 

PR HORMIGUEROS 8204. 73 
PR MAYAGUEZ 0818. 1027 0819. 2437 oO 
0818. 807 0819. 1384 Oo 


26470 TOTAL POPULAT-ION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACTS / 





TRACT POP. 
7307. 1625 
7203. 252 


PERCENT 19.8 


TRACT POP. 
4011. 602 
4010. 81 


PERCENT 19.2 


TRACT POP. 
3009. 930 
3019. 1995 


PERCENT 19.7 


TRACT POP. 
2003. 843 
2101. 1551 
2201. 586 
2202. 3143 


PERCENT 19.9 


TRACT POP. 
8107. 1185 
8102. 321 


0812.01 3563. 


0820.02 443 


PERCENT 19.8 


TRACT 
7307. 
7204. 


TRACT 
4013. 


TRACT 
3013. 
3004. 


TRACT 
2001. 


2103. 


2201. 


TRACT 
8101. 


0812.02 
0820.01 


POP. 
678 
620 


PoP. 
658 


POP. 
3741 
1920 


POP. 
1639 


323 


2704 


POP. 
343 


1784 
128 


TRACT 


TRACT 
401C. 


TRACT 
3019. 
3024. 


TRACT 
2027. 


2101. 


2205. 


TRACT 
8101. 


POP. 


POP. 
819 


POP. 
787 
1109 


POP. 
2336 


1142 


3062 


POP. 
764 


0812.03 3505 


0819. 


753 


TRACT 


TRACT 
4012. 


TRACT 
3004. 
3015. 


TRACT 
2009. 


2103. 


2201. 


TRACT 
8106. 


0817. 
0815.01 


POP. 


POP. 
1091 


POP. 


49 


POP. 
66 


681 


1296 


POP. 
1685 


59 
930 
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\ 
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TABLE 14 IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) QUALIFIED CENSUS TRAC 


METROPOLITAN AREA: Ponce, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
PR JUANA DIAZ 7104. 133 7105. 81 
PR PONCE 0726. 2134 0713. 3782 
0727.01 96 0726. 1947 
0705.02 1807 0727.02 1082 
0703. 3868 0706.01 110 


46500 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACT: 


METROPOLITAN AREA: San Juan, PR 


STATE AND COUNTY TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
PR BAYAMON 0303. 1929 0304. 852 
0318. 1872 0306. 149 
PR CANOVANAS 1001. 7531 1005. 1050 
PR CAROLINA 0510. 2892 0510. 3041 
PR CATANO 0201. 1542 0202. 3054 
PR GUAYNABO 0404.22 587 0405. 37 
PR LOIZA 1104. 2264 1101. 4836 
PR SAN JUAN 0095. 116 0082.01 2999 
0046. 5349 0047. 7335 
0093. 2646 0051.03 28 
0013. 9748 0028. 2559 
0036. 1800 0037. 5585 
PR TOA BAJA 1219. 611 1220. 2358 
1217. 4387 1211. 5279 
PR TRUJILLO ALTO 0604. 4598 0605. 4366 


217216 TOTAL POPULATION OF QUALIFIED CENSUS TRACT 








TRACTS 


POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
81 

3782 0729. 1280 0704. 4228 0719. 339 0722.01 741 

1947 0727.02 391 0716.02 7351 0719. 85 0702. 256 

1082 0702. 9508 0702. 758 0709. 3686 0702. 2083 
110 0728. ' 1437 


RACTS / PERCENT 20.0 


POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. TRACT POP. 
852 0306. 265 0307. 2305 0315.02 105 0317.03 91 
149 0321. 2244 0307. 164 

1050 1003. 953 1008. 1321 1007. 4627 1004. 5225 

3041 0506. 599 0508.01 S665 0503.02 269 

3054 0204.04 4519 

37 0408. 3410 0401.01 3596 0401.02 3504 0401.03 2837 

4836 1102. 1918 1103. 5765 1106. 1532 

2999 0044. 5297 0045. 2429 0043. 6180 0079. 184 

7335 0048. 4493 ooso. 2096 0060. 2657 ooso. 2660 

28 0054.02 2979 0002. 1084 0006. 3708 0007. 1708 

2559 0029. 2733 0030. 2057 0034. 3041 0035. 10507 

5585 0038. 2340 0040. 1382 0041. 1876 

2358 1220. 1225 1222. 5472 1223. 453 1201. 439 

5279 1212. 4509 1213. 1643 1217. 753 

4366 0602.03 997 


RACTS / PERCENT 20.0 
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IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) DIFFICULT DEVELOPMENT AREAS 


METROPOLITAN AREAS 


STATE METROPOLITAN AREA 


Az 
Ch 


co 
ct 
Ft 
10 
MA 


Phoenix, AZ 
Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA 
Merced. CA 


Riverside-San Bernardine, CA 


San Jose, CA 

Rueble, ¢0 

New Haven-Meriden, ¢T 
Bradenton, FL 

Baise City, ID 
Boston, MA 

Portland, ME 


Por tsmouth-Dover-Rochester, NH 


Atlantic City. Nu 
Las Vegas. NV 


Bronx & New York Counties, NY 


Eugene-Springfield, OR 
State College, PA 
Arecibo, PR 


Clarksville-Hopkingville, TN+K 


Bryan-Coliege Station, Tx 
Olympia, WA 


NONMETROPOLIYAN AREAS 


STATE COUNTY 


AK 


AR 


AZ 


CA 


co 


ALEUTIAN ISLANDS 
KOBUK 
SKAGWAY - YAKUTAT = ANGOON 
BAXTER 

FULTON 

MARION 

SHARP 

APACHE 

GRAHAM 

PINAL 

ALPINE 

MUMBOLOT 

LAKE 

MENDOCINO 

PLUMAS 

SISKIYOU 

ALAMOSA 

CONE JOS 

DOLORES 

GILPIN 

HUERFANO 

LAS ANIMAS 
MONTEZUMA 







































METROPOLITAN AREA 

Tueson, AZ 

Bakersfield, CA 

Modesto, CA 

$al inas-Seaside-Monterey, 
Santa Cruz, CA 


Daytona Beach, FL 


Fitchburg-Leominster, MA 


Bergen-Passaié, Nu 
Reno, NV 

Orange County. NY 
Medford. OR 


Gaguas, PR 


COUNTY 


BETHEL 
KODIAK ISLAND 
WADE HAMPTON 
BOONE 

IZARD 
MISSISSIPPI 
STONE 

COCHISE 

LAPAZ 

SANTA CRUZ 
AMADOR 
IMPERIAL 
LASSEN 

mobdoc 

SAN BENITO 
TEHAMA 
ARCHULETA 
COSTILLA 
EAGLE 
GRAND 
JACKSON 
MESA 
MONTROSE 





fey. GA 





METROPOLITAN AREA 


Chico, CA, 
Dakland, CA 
$an Diego, CA 


Santa ReosarPetaluma, CA 


Springfield, Ma 
Jersey City, NY 


Salem, OR 


Ponce, PR 


COUNTY 


DILLINGHAM 
NOME 
YUKON+KOYUKUK 
CARROLL 
JACKSON 
NEWTON 

VAN. BUREN 
COCONINO 
MOMAVE 
YAVAPAI 
CALAVERAS 
INYO 
MADERA 
MONO 

SAN LUIS OBISPO 
TRINITY 
CHAFFEE 
CUSTER 
FREMONT 
GUNNISON 
LA PLATA 
MINERAL 
QURAY 





METROPOLIFAN AREA 


Los Angéies-Long Beach, CA 
Redding, CA ., 

$an Frangiseo, CA 
Visalia+Tulare-Porterviite., CA 


Vineland-Milivilla-Bridgeton, 


$an Juan, PR 


COUNTY 


HAINES 
PRINCE OF WALES-OUTER KETCHIKA 


CLEBURNE 
MADISON 
SEARCY 
woodRUFF 
GILA 
NAVAJO 
YUMA 
CEL NORTE 
KINGS 
MARIPOSA 
NEVADA 
SIERRA 
TUOLUMNE 
CLEAR CREEK 
DELTA 
GARFIELO 
HINSDALE 
LAKE 
MOFFAT 
PARK 
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STATE COUNTY 


PITKIN 

SAGUACHE 

TELLER 
cT TOLLAND 
DE KENT 


FL CHARLOTTE 


MONROE 


GU GUAM & TRUST TERRITORIES 


HI HAWATI 

ID ADAMS 
BLAINE 
BUTTE 
CASSIA 
ELMORE 
GOODING 


KOOTENATI 


LINCOLN 
ONEIDA 


SHOSHONE 
WASHINGTON 


It LEE 

KY BELL 
HARLAN 
LINCOLN 
PIKE 


LA PLAQUEMINES 

MA BARNSTABLE 
HAMPSHIRE 

MD WICOMICO 

ME AROOSTOOK 


LINCOLN 


SOMERSET 


MS CALHOUN 
KEMPER 


PEARL RIVER 
MT BEAVERHEAD 


CARBON 


DEER LODGE 
GARFIELD 
JEFFERSON 


LIBERTY 
MEAGHER 
PARK 

PRAIRIE 


SHERIDAN 


TETON 


WHEATLAND 


NC WATAUGA 


NH CHESHIRE 
ROCKINGHAM 










































IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) DIFFICULT DEVELOPMENT ARE. 
NONMETROPOLITAN AREAS 


COUNTY 
RIO BLANCO 
SAN JUAN 


SUSSEX 
GLADES 


KAUAI 
BEAR LAKE 
BOISE 
CAMAS 
CLARK 
FRANKLIN 
IDAHO 
LATAH 
MADISON 
OWYHEE 
TETON 


ESTILL 
HARRISON 
MADISON 
WHITLEY 


BRISTOL 
NANTUCKET 


CUMBERLAND 
OXFORD 
WALDO 
CHOCTAW 
LOWNDES 
YAzoo 

BIG HORN 
CARTER 
FERGUS 
GLACIER 
JUDITH BASI 
LINCOLN 
MINERAL 
PETROLEUM 
RAVALLI 
SILVER BOW 
TOOLE 
WIBAUX 


GRAFTON 
STRAFFORD 


AREAS 


NCO 


KE 


N 


COUNTY 
RIO GRANDE 
SAN MIGUEL 


HENDRY 


MAUI 
BENEWAH 
BONNER 
CANYON 
CLEARWATER 
FREMONT 
JEFFERSON 
LEMHI 
MINIDOKA 
PAYETTE 
TWIN FALLS 


FLOYD 
JOHNSON 
MAGOFFIN 


DUKES 
PLYMOUTH 


HANCOCK 
PENOBSCOT 
WASHINGTON 
GRENADA 
MARION 


BLAINE 
CHOUTEAU 
FLATHEAD 
GOLDEN VALLEY 
LAKE 

MADISON 
MISSOULA 
PHILLIPS 
ROOSEVELT 
STILLWATER 
TREASURE 
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK 


HILLSBOROUGH 


COUNTY 
ROUTT 
SUMMIT 


INDIAN RIVER 


BINGHAM 
BOUNDARY 
CARIBOU 
CUSTER 
GEM 
JEROME 
LEWIS 
NEZ PERCE 
POWER 
VALLEY 


GARRARD 
LAUREL 
MARTIN 


FRANKLIN 
WORCESTER 


KNOX 
SAGADAHOC 
YORK 
JASPER 
NOXUBEE 


BROADWATER 
DANIELS 
GALLATIN 
GRANITE 
LEWIS AND CLARK 
MCCONE 
MUSSELSHELL 
POWELL 
SANDERS 
SWEET GRASS 
VALLEY 


MERRIMACK 
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IRS Section 42(d)(5)(C) DIFFICULT DEVELOPMENT AREA 
NONMETROPOLITAN AREAS 


STATE COUNTY 


NM 


NY 


OK 
oR 


VA 
VI 
vT 


wh 


wv 
wy 
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CATRON 
CURRY 
GUADALUPE 
LUNA 

QUAY 
SANDOVAL 
TORRANCE 
CARSON CITY 
EUREKA 
LYON 
STOREY 
CAYUGA 
LEWIS 
STEUBEN 
YATES 
CRAIG 
BAKER 
CROOK 
GILLIAM 
JEFFERSON 
LINCOLN 
SHERMAN 
WALLOWA 
ARMSTRONG 
SCHUYLKILL 
NEWPORT 
HARDING 
LINCOLN 
NACOGDOCHES 
BEAVER 
EMERY 

JUAB 

PIUTE 
SUMMIT 
WAYNE 
MONTGOMERY 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 
ADDISON 
LAMOILLE 
WINDHAM 
ASOTIN 
DOUGLAS 
JEFFERSON 
PACIFIC 
WHITMAN 
PRESTON 
SHERIDAN 








COUNTY 
CHAVES 

DE BACA 
HARDING 
MCKINLEY 
ROOSEVELT 
SIERRA 
UNION 
CHURCHILL 
HUMBOLDT 
MINERAL 
WHITE PINE 
CHENANGO 
SCHUYLER 
SULLIVAN 


OTTAWA 
CLATSOP 
CURRY 
GRANT 
JOSEPHINE 
LINN 
TILLAMOOK 
WASCO 
BUTLER 
UNION 


STANLEY 


POLK 
CARBON 
GARFIELD 
KANE 

SAN JUAN 
UINTAH 


BENNINGTON 
ORANGE 
WINDSOR 
CHELAN 
GARFIELD 
KLICKITAT 
SAN JUAN 















NE 


COUNTY 
CIBOLA 
EDDY 
HIDALGO 
MORA 

SAN JUAN 
SOCORRO 
VALENCIA 
ELKO 
LANDER 
NYE 


CORTLAND 
SENECA 
ULSTER 


COLUMBIA 
DESCHUTES 
HARNEY 
KLAMATH 
MALHEUR 
UMATILLA 
WHEELER 
INDIANA 
WAYNE 


DAGGETT 
GRAND 

MILLARD 
SANPETE 
WASATCH 


CHITTENDEN 
RUTLAND 


CLALLAM 


GRAYS HARBOR 


LEWIS 
SKAGIT 


COUNTY 
COLFAX 
GRANT 
LINCOLN 
OTERO 

SAN MIGUEL 
TAOS 


ESMERALDA 
LINCOLN 
PERSHING 


JEFFERSON 


ST. LAWRENCE 


WYOMING 


coos 
DOUGLAS 
HOOD RIVER 
LAKE 
MORROW 
UNION 


PIKE 


DUCHESNE 
IRON 
MORGAN 
SEVIER 
WASHINGTON 


FRANKLIN 
WASHINGTON 


COLUMBIA 
ISLAND 


MASON 
WALLA 


WALLA 


v 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Highway Administration 
49 CFR Part 383 


[FHWA Docket No. MC-90-10] 
RIN 2125-AC54 


Commercial Driver instruction Permits 


AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM); request for comments. 


SUMMARY: The FHWA is proposing 
additional minimum Federal standards 
for State-issued learners’ permits that 
allow drivers to be trained in the 
operation of commercial motor vehicles 
{CMVs). Applicants for Commercial 
Driver Instruction Permits (CDIPs) 
would need to possess drivers’ licenses 
and undergo record checks analogous to 
those now required for commercial 
drivers’ licenses (CDLs). CDIP 
transactions would be entered in the 
Commercial Driver's License 
Information System (CDLIS), and CDIP 
holders would be explicitly subject to 
the same disqualifications as CDL 
holders. Since driver training is 
nationwide in scope, a State would be 
able to issue a CDIP to a driver trainee, 
or a 60-day CDL to a trained driver, 
without regard to his/her State of 
domicile. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before October 22, 1990. 

appRreEssEs: Submit written, signed 
comments to FHWA Docket No. MC-90- 
10, room 4232, HCC-10, Office of the 
Chief Counsel, Federal Highway 
Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20590. All answers to 
questions should refer to the appropriate 
question number, and all comments on 
specific provisions should refer to the 
appropriate section and paragraph 
number. Commenters may, in addition 
to submitting “hard copies” of their 
comments, submit a floppy disk (either 
1.2Mb or 360Kb density) in a format that 
is compatible with the Word Perfect 
word processing program. All comments 
received will be available for 
examination at the above address from 
8:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m., e.t., Monday 
through Friday, except legal holidays. 
Those desiring notification of receipt of 
comments must include a self- 
addressed, stamped postcard. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Neil E. Moyer, Standards Review 
Division, Office of Motor Carrier 
Standards (202) 366-4009, or Mr. Paul L. 
Brennan, Office of the Chief Counsel, 
(202) 366-0834, Federal Highway 


Administration; 400 Seventh Street SW.., 
Washington, DC 20590. Office hours are 
from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. ET, Monday 
through Friday, except legal holidays. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: After 
April 1, 1992, regulations in 49 CFR part’ 
383 implementing the Commercial Motor 
Vehicle Safety Act of 1986 (CMVSA), 49 
U.S.C. App. 2707, prohibit any person 
from operating a CMV who does not 
possess a CDL issued by his or her State 
of domicile. This prohibition has two 
important impacts on driver training 
activities: 

(1) Behind-the-wheel experience 
under actual operating conditions on 
public roads and highways—critical to 
effective driver training—would be 
impeded. The prohibition against 
operating a CMV without a CDL would 
prevent would-be CMV drivers from 
training on the road. Although 49 CFR 
part 383 currently allows States to issue 
CDL “learners’ permits” for on-road 
instructional purposes, it fails to specify 
the status of and minimum standards for 
such permits. 

(2) If a driver moves temporarily to 
another State to undergo driver training, 
he or she cannot obtain either a 
learner's permit or a CDL from the State 
in which the training occurs because of 
the domicile requirements of 49 CFR 
part 383. Without a CDL in hand, the 
driver would be unable to operate a 
CMV in commerce immediately upon 
the completion of training, thus placing 
an economic burden on both the driver 
and any sponsoring carrier 

This proposal would modify the CDL 
regulations to resolve both of these 
issues. 


Commercial Driver Instruction Permits 


Concerns Resulting From the Existing 
Regulation (49 CFR Section 383.23(c)) 


Several motor carriers, States, 
individuals, and training organizations, 
as well as the FHWA, have identified 
concerns related to existing provisions 
in 49 CFR 383.23(c). These concerns are 
addressed in this proposal-and 
summarized as follows: 

Availability. The regulation does not 
not require all States to make learners’ 
permits available to prospective CDL 
applicants. Thus, a person domiciled in 


a State without a CMV learner’s permit: 


program might be denied training and 
career opportunities in CMV driving. 

Time periods. The regulaticn does not 
define the time period for which 
learners’ permits are valid and does not 
state whether and for how long 
renewals would be permitted. 

Use. The regulation does not address 
the licensing status of the permitted 
driver and whether the training for 
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which the learner's permit is used could 


_ occur in the course of revenue 


transportation in interstate commerce. 

Chaperonage. While requiring a 
learner's permit holder to be 
accompanied by the holder of a valid 
CDL, the regulation does not indicate 
under what circumstances, if any, this 
may include remote radio or video 
contact. 


Docket Comments on Learner's Permits 


From the public comments received 
by the FHWA in support of its CDL 
testing and licensing rules (Docket No. 
MC-87-18), no consensus emerged on 
the proper treatment of learners’ 
permits. Of the 51 comments on this 
topic, approximately half supported the 
continuation of existing State programs 
for commercial driver learners’ permits, 
while half believed that Federal 
standards should be set for the States. 
Importantly, the American Association 
of Motor Vehicle Administrators 
(AAMVA)—representing officials 
charged with implementing the CDL 
program, including any learner’s permit 
provisions—expressed the following 
viewpoint, for which it claimed support 
from 46 States: 


AAMVA supports the FHWA proposal for 
learner permits, with modifications. An 
individual operating a commercial vehicle 
with a learner permit should be subject to the 
same standards as licensed drivers. AAMVA 
recommends that applicants for learner 
permits satisfy CDL provisions including 
proper identification, and passing written and 
medical exams, and that the record be added 
to the CDL Information System. Driver 
disqualifications and sanctions should also 
apply to permit holders. 


The FHWA concluded that the testing 
and licensing regulation adequately 
addressed, albeit by implication, such 
learner's permits issues as‘CDLIS entry, 
and did not explicitly incorporate the 
AAMVA recommendations in its July 
1988 final rule. However, in light of the 
numerous questions the FHWA has 
received, the AAMVA proposals are 


~ largely incorporated in this NPRM. 


Analysis of Proposed Rule 
This proposal responds both to the 


. ambiguity of the CMV learner's permit 


as contained in the existing § 383.23(c), 
and to the inconsistency between 
nationwide training needs and the 
domicile requirements of part 383. For 
purposes of compliance with the 
CMVSA, this NPRM does not require a 
State to issue CDIPs. However, the 
NPRM would treat CDIPs as though they 
were CDLs in many respects. Exhibit 1 
summarizes the major provisions of this 
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proposal. A detailed semiepihensrtion 
analysis follows. 
Section 383.5 Definitions 


The FHWA proposes to add two 
definitians: “Commercial Driver 
Instruction Permit {ODIP}” and “Driver.” 

The proposed definition of “CDIP” 
would ensure that a CDIP is a document 
issued by 2 State to.an individual 
according to the standards, and subject 
to.the conditions, included in part 383. 
The definition makes clear that the 
FHWA envisions fhe CDP as serving 
two purposes: first, te enable.a person . 
with insufficient CMV experience to 
gain the training and experience 
Macensaty to qunlily Ser niefhar test 
CDL; and second, to enable a CDL 
holder to obtein behind-the-wheel 
training ina higher class of vehicle ora 
vehicle requiring a CDL endorsement, in 
preparation for.an application for a CDL 
upgrade under § 383.71{d). In both 
instances, fhe onntisiens for use of the 


" di 
definition of “driver” is to clarify that al 
persons who operate CMVs for any 
purpose, including CDIP hoildera, are 
considered to be “drivers” and are 
subject to the disqualifications of 

§ 383.51 and the penalties of § 383.53. 


Exnisit 4. eee a nee 


‘ing. { 
{3) Allow a State to issue | 
‘CDiPs to in-State itranaes 
segardiess of their State of 
‘domicile, : 


{2 Set ‘minimam sequire- | 


383.23{6)(1). 


383.23(6) {2)-and 
43). 


Erna 1.—Summary of Major Proposes 
NPRM—Continusd © 


License 


Paragraph 383.22{(b) would be revised 
to introduce the Commercial Driver 
Instruction Permit (CDIP) and to 
delineate the privileges it would confer, 
the limitations to which its holders - 
would be subject, and the conditions 
under which a State could issue CDIPs 
to trainees domiciled in-other States. In 
all CDIP issuance transactions, 
applicants and States would follow 
analogous procedures to these for CDLs 
in §§ 383.71 and 383.73. 

ia general, after April 1, 1992, a CDIP 
could be required for all behind-the- 
wheel training in CMVs on public reads 
and highways when a person: 

(1) Holds no CDL; ‘or 

(2) Holds a CDL qualifying the holder 
to operate only a Jower vehicle group 
than the velicle the holder wishes to 
operate; or 

(3) Holds.e CDL without ‘eeneiumey 
endorsements for the vehicle the holder 
wishes to operate. 

In conjunction with.a valid driver's 
license; a CDIP would allow 
accompanied behind-the-wheel training 
in CMVs ander specified conditions, but 
without any limits on the fimotional er 
geographic scope of such training or on 
the types of vehicles driven by CDIP 
holders, The FHWA recognizes that 
many public and private entities 
regudanly use accompanied trainees in 
vehicles transporting passengers and 
property. The CDIP will allow 
continuation of this practice and provide 
“behind-the-wheel” experience for CDIP 


trainees. For the same reasou, the NPRM 
per se weuld not prohibit trainees from. 
crossing State dimes except wthen video 
and/or audio communication between 


§ 391.11(bi7},a CDIP thoider undesguing 
accompanied behind-the-wheel training 


certification requirement on OD9P as on 
CDL en the FHWA ; 
believes that this proposal, coupled with | 
current would sufficiently 
safeguard against abuses, even though — 
‘CDP holders would not de restricted to 
intrastate or nonrevenue movements. 

Question 1: Shoutd CDIP holders be 
prohibited frem engaging in interstate 
commerce, or from conducting any 

transportation of passengers 
jncrdental to their training? 
What statistical and other cost/benefit 
data is available to support this 
response? 

‘(Question.2: The NPRM would allow 
the use of CDIPs in all types of vehicles, 
including those requiring the CDL 
endorsements specified in 3 383.93. 
Should the range of vehicles in which 
CDIPs are valid be limited? If so, why? - 
What fimitations are needed, and what 
would be the effects of those limitations 
on the affected:sectors-of the 
transportation industry? 

Under paragraph 383.23(b}{1), a ‘State . 
would be able to issue CDEPs either to 
its residents or to _persons enrolled ina: 
CMV driver training program in the 
State thatis “fonmally necognized” by 
the State according to its own standards 
for such programs. The recognition 
would, howewer, be “formal” in that the 
licensing agency to possessan.. 
authorized dist of such programs. . 

Paragraph 383.23(b)}{2) would clarify 
the chaperonege requirements for CDIP 
holders, ie, the sien cemaniianmeiame 
CDL would match the vehicle group and 
endorsement nequirement(s) forthe 
training vehicle. 

Paragraph 283.23(b)(3 (limited 
exception 4o in-vehicle chaperenage 
requirement) would establish: conditions 
under which the CDIP holder would net 
need to be physice~ acoompanied by a 
CDL helder. This « <:eption is based on 
provisions inchuled by several States in 
their CDL statutes, which FHWA's 





current CMV learner’s permit rules 
would not allow. The Fox Valley 
Technical College in Appleton, 
Wisconsin and other driver training 
schools claim that the absence of such 
an exception may strain the resources of 
public vocational education programs 
for CMV operators. Responding to these 
concerns, this proposal would allow, at 
a State's option, substitution of 
electronic communication for the in- 
vehicle chaperone under strictly 
controlled conditions. 

To qualify for this limited exception to 
the in-vehicle chaperonage requirement, 
the CDIP holder would first pass all CDL 
knowledge tests required for the training 
vehicle; the training program performing 
the substitution would be “formally 
recognized” by the State (as under 
paragraph (b)(1)); training trips would be 
wholly within the State authorizing the 
substitution, and within the radius of 
uninterrupted electronic communication; 
the trips would be solely for training 
purposes, with no incidental purpose to 
transport passengers or property; and 
the training would not occur in a vehicle 
necessitating a CDL endorsement for 
double/triple trailers, tank vehicles, or 
hazardous materials. 

Question 3: Does the FHWA's 
proposed § 383.23(b)(3) strike an 
appropriate balance between the needs 
of publicly funded driver training 
programs and safety considerations? If 
not, should the substitution of electronic 
communication for the CDL holder's 
presence in the training vehicle be 
dropped, or should the conditions be 
modified? How? 

Paragraph 383.23(b)(4) would require a 
State to accept valid out-of-State CDIPs 
for purposes of training in the State. 
This reciprocity provision would 
become effective only on October 1, 
1993, because “CDIPs” issued under - 
present learner's permit rules may 
continue to be valid until that date (see 
analysis of § 383.23(b)(7) below). 

Question 4: Should the proposed 
requirement for reciprocal State 
recognition of CDIPs be deleted? Why? 

Question 5: Should all States be 
required to issue CDIPs? Why? If so, 
should the requirement extend only to 
persons domiciled in the State, or should 
a State be required to issue CDIPs to 
trainees who are domiciled elsewhere 
under the provisions of proposed 
§-383.23(b)(1)? 

Paragraph 383.23(b)(5) would define 
the “limited time periods” for which a 
State may issue CDIPs. Initial CDIP 
issuances would be for periods not to 
exceed one year; renewals would be for 
no more than six months. Although the . 
FHWA would prefer to leave this matter 
to State determination, the current lack 


of a definition of “limited time periods” 
has led at least one State-to propose a 
four-year term for-its CMV learners’. 
permits—clearly an excessive period. 
Furthermore, a cap on initial issuance 
and renewal periods would help to 
prevent the CDIP from being used in 
place of a CDL. The specific cap 
proposed would allow a State far more 
discretion than would the provisions of 
the Model Law of the American 
Association of Motor Vehicle... 
Administrators (AAMVA), section 8(d) 
of which posits a six-month maximum 
for initial and renewal issuances with 
no more than one renewal or re-issuance 
within a two-year period. 

Question 6: Should the FHWA omit or 
change the proposed cap on the “limited 
time periods” for CDIP issuance and 
renewal? Why? 

Paragraph 383.23(b)(6) would forbi 
issuance of a CDIP to, or retention of a 
CDIP by, a person who holds more than 
one driver's license or whose driver's 
license or privilege is subject to any 
adverse action, including but not limited 
to adverse actions based on convictions 
for the disqualifying offenses in § 383.51. 
Since the CDIP confers a type of 
commercial driving privilege, a person 
whose driving record would make him 
or her ineligible to obtain a CDL should 
also be ineligible to obtain or hold a 
CDIP. 

Under § 383.23(c} of this proposal, 
leaners’ permits issued under existing 
provisions could continue to be valid 
through September 30, 1993. This would 
allow sufficient time for States to revise 
their learner's permit provisions to 
reflect the new CDIP requirements. 

The AAMVA Model Law adopted the 
“CDIP” terminology for learners’ permits 
issued under the current regulations, 
and several States followed suit. So as 
not to invalidate those CDIPs, this 
NPRM would allow, before October 1, 
1993, the use of “Commercial Driver 
Instruction Permit” or “CDIP” 
designations on documents that are not 
issued under the terms of this NPRM. 

Question 7: What other date, if any, 
would be more appropriate than 
September 30, 1993 as the outer limit of 
validity for learners’ permits issued 
under the existing rules, and for the 
imposition of CDIP reciprocity? Why? 

Paragraph 383.23(d), “Exceptions to 
domicile requirement,” would establish 
the conditions under which a CMV 
operator could obtain a CDL from a 
State other than his/her State of 
domicile. It includes the exception for 
foreign drivers already included in the 
regulations, and would add new 
provisions in §383.23(d)(2) to allow 
issuance of a 60-day CDL to a person 
who has completed a recognized CMV 
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driver training program in, and holds a 
CDIP from, the State, regardless of his/ 
her State of domicile. This provision 
would allow a person who completes a 
driver training program outside his/her 
home State to obtain a CDL from the 
State of training and immediately 
embark on a commercial driving career. 
To ensure that use of this option is 
restricted to its narrowly focused 
training objectives, the proposal would 
require the State to obtain corroborating 
evidence of completion of a course of 
CMV driver training both from the 
applicant and directly from the 
recognized training provider. Such a-60- 
day CDL could, of course, be issued only 
if the State of training and the applicant 
meet all the standards of part 383 for 
CDL testing and licensing. The 60-day 
CDL would be nonrenewable and would 
carry the home-state address of the 
driver. Also, the State of training would 
obtain the driver’s current address, as 
well as information on his/her 
employer, if any, and on the recognized 
training school where the course was 
completed. This additional information 
would provide the State of training with 
at least some means of contacting the 
driver between the time he/she obtains 
the 60-day CDL and the time he/she 
returns to the State of domicile. 

. Although the proposal would not 
require States to issue 60-day CDLs, the 
FHWA believes that States in which 
significant driver training programs are 
located would be willing to 
accommodate the training providers in 
this manner. This provision is 
authorized by section 12005(b)(2) of the 
Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 
1986, which empowers the Secretary to 
allow persons who have passed CDL 
tests to drive for up to 90 days without 
possessing a CDL from the State of 
domicile. FHWA is proposing a 60-day 
limitation in order to give drivers and 
employers an incentive to promptly 
complete the conversion to a home-State 
CDL. 

Question 8: The 60-day CDL proposal 
would represent a limited exception to 
the driver domicile requirements of part 
$83. Would the likely benefits for 
nationwide driver training programs, - 
trainees, and the motor carrier industry 
justify this exception and any costs it 
might entail for the States? If not, what 
modifications to this proposal or new 
options would respondents suggest? . 
Respondents are urged to be as specific 
as possible in their identification, 
estimation, and/or evaluation of the 
costs and benefits of the proposed 
§ 383.23(d)(2). 

Question 9: Should.the address shown 
on the 60-day CDL be the. permanent 
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address of the person in his/her State of 
domicile? Should the additional 
information proposed for the application 
(driver's local address; name and - 
address of current employer and 
training school) be required? If not, why 
not? What other information should be 
required on the application and/ or 60- 
day CDL?..... 

Question 10: Should the - 

“corroborating evidence” of completion 

of a driver training program be required 
as proposed, or do respondents view the 
evidence both from the applicant and 
from the school as redundant? What 
changes would respondents 
recommend? 

Question 11: Should all States be 
required to issue 60-day CDLs? Why? 


Section 383.71 Driver Application 
Procedures 


This section specifies the procedures 
and requirements for which drivers are 
responsible in CDL licensing 
transactions. The proposed addition 
would establish provisions for CDIP 
applicants, as follows: 

Paragraph 383.71(g)(1). The existing 
rule for CMV learners’ permits allows a 
non-driver to obtain behind-the-wheel 
training in a CMV, and to obtain a CDL 
as his or her first driver's license. 
However, because the number of 
persons applying for a CDL before 
obtaining an automobile driver's license 
is expected to be minimal, and because 
the FHWA believes that the risk of 
errors in driving judgement is inherently 
greater among persons with no driving 
experience than among those who can 
at least drive an automobile, the FHWA 
proposes to require CDIP applicants to 
be licensed drivers. 

Paragraphs 383.71(g) (2) and (3). A. 
CDIP applicant would provide the State 
with the same identifying information as 
is-required for CDL applicants. He/she 
would be required to certify that there 
are no adverse actions against his/her 
license, and that he/she does not hold 
multiple licenses. 

Paragraph 383.71(g)(4), requiring a 
CDIP holder to surrender the CDIP when 
applying for a new CDIP, provides for 
cases in which a CDIP holder leaves one 
State of training for another. By means 
of this paragraph, its analogue in 
§ 383.73(j)(1)(iv), and the requirement 
that CDIPs be entered in the CDIS, the 
proposal would strictly forbid multiple 
CDIPs. 


Paragraph 383.71(g)(5) sets forth 
additional requirements for a driver 
applying for a CDIP from a State of 
training outside his/her home State. 
Evidence of training, and a local © 
address, would be required to.ensure 
that the applicant is actually. being 


trained and that the State has some way 
to reach the driver applicant in case of 
problems, or in situations necessitating 
confiscation of the CDIP. 

Question 12. Would the benefit of 
having the local address of the trainee in 


' such instances outweigh the 


recordkeeping costs to the State for 
what is by definition transient data? Are 
there other options for assuring that the 
State of training can reach the trainee 
and confiscate the CDIP? 

Paragraph 383.71(g)(6) excuses CDIP 
applicants who already hold CDLs from 
certain procedures as determined by the 
State under Section 383.73(j)(3). 

Paragraph 383.71(g)(7) is intended to 
assure, by a certification analogous to 
that imposed on CDL applicants, that 
CDIP holders who undergo training in 
the course of interstate commerce meet 
all qualification requirements of 49 CFR 
part 391. 


Section 383.73 State Procedures 


Paragraph 383.73(j)(1) specifies State 
procedures for processing CDIP 
applications. Paragraphs 383.73(j)(1) (i), 
(ii), and (iv) would-require that the State 
complete the driver application 
procedures described in proposed 
§ 383.71(g). Paragraph 383.73(j)(1)(iii) 
would introduce State checks of a CDIP 
applicant's driving record, the CDLIS, 
and the National Driver Register (NDR). 
These checks, identical to those 
prerequisite to CDLs, would help to 
assure the quality of CDIP applicants 
and reduce the risks attendant on their 
behind-the-wheel training. To issue 
CDIPs, a State would need a connection 
with the CDLIS that is “fully 
operational” as jointly determined by 
the CDLIS Administrator and the 
General Manager of AAMVAnet, Inc. 

Paragraph 383.73(j)(1)(v) would 
require the State to make absolutely 
explicit for CDIP applicants what is 
already contained in the FHWA's 
regulations: learner's permit holders are 
fully subject to the same implied 
consent rules, and disqualifications, as 
all CMV operators. 

Paragraph 383.73(j)(2) proposes 
special State procedures for CDIP 
applicants who are in training away 
from their home States. Since the CDIP 
issued under these circumstances is a 
departure from the principle that 
commercial driving privileges are to be 
extended only by the State of domicile, 
the FHWA believes that additional 
controls must be in place to ensure that 
applicants meet the requirements for 
out-of-State CDIPs. Thus, the State of 
training would have to verify that the 
applicant's training program qualifies 
him/her for this procedure; this 
“verification” could be a simple 
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comparison of the name and location of 
the school against a State-prepared list 
of recognized programs. Similarly, the 
State would need to obtain 
corroborating evidence of enrollment in 
a qualifying program, both from the 
applicant and directly from the training 
school itself. Finally, since the State is 
conferring a limited commercial driving 
privilege on a transient resident, the 
State needs his/her current address, and 
that of the ‘school, so as to be able to 
reach the person if problems arise or if 
the CDIP must be confiscated. 

Question 13: Should the FHWA 
require a State that issues CDIPs and/or 
60-day CDLs to residents of other States, 
to retain for a minimum period of time 
all records and information collected 
from or on such persons under § § 383.73 
and 383.157? For what time period, and 
why? Should States be required to make 
such information available to the 
FHWA? 

Under § 383.73(j)(3), a State could 
omit certain CDIP application 
procedures for applicants who already 
hold a CDL from the State but who seek 
a CDIP allowing them to obtain behind- 
the-wheel instruction to prepare for a 
CDL vehicle group upgrade and/or 
endorsement testing. 

Paragraph 383.73(j)(4) would allow the 
State to issue a CDIP after all required 
application procedures are completed. 
Within ten days of any such issuance or 
renewal, the State would need to make 
appropriate notifications of the 
transaction to the operator of the CDLIS. 
If the driver holds no CDL, then the 
State issuing the CDIP must inform the 
CDLIS of the transaction. If, on the other 
hand, the driver already holds a CDL, 
then no CDLIS notification would be 
required since the driver is already 
recorded in the CDLIS. 

Similarly, if the State issuing the CDIP 
is the driver's State of licensure, then 
the State will presumably add CDIP 
information to the driver's record and no 
other State need be directly notified. If; 
however, the driver obtains the CDIP 
from a State other than his/her State of 
licensure, then the State of CDIP 
issuance must notify the State of 
licensure accordingly so that the driver's 
record in the State of licensure may 
reflect the existence, and State of 
issuance, of the CDIP. (Exhibit 2 
illustrates these notification 
requirements.) 

Question 14; One option for 
eliminating the interstate notifications 
envisioned in paragraph (j)(4), and the 
notifications of adverse. actions in 
paragraph (j)(6) below, would be to have 
an applicant for‘a CDIP from other than 
the State of domicile surrender his/her 
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pertaining to 
against, and traffic 
violations by, CDIP holders are contained in 
proposed § 383.73(j)(6}-} 


Paragraph 383.73{j}(5} adapts the 
language of existing § 383.73(g), 
prescribing penalties for false 
information on a CDL application, to 
apply to CDIP applicants. 

Interstate notifications of adverse 
licensing actions and traffic convictions 
under sections 12009{a} (8} and (9} of the 
Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 
1986 (49 U.S.C. app. 2708) will ultimately 
be covered in a forthcoming regulation 
on State compliance with the ‘Act and 
will specifically include holders of 
CDIPs. In the meantime, § 383.73(j}(6} of 
this proposal includes a similar 
provision directed toward States issuing 
CDIPs to trainees who are licensed and 
domiciled in.other States. In such cases, 
the State issuing the CDIP (i.e., the State 
of training) would be required promptly 
to inform the State of licensure of any 
suspensions, revocations, cancellations, 
or disqualifications affecting the driver, 
and of any traffic convictions. 


Section 383.76 Interstate 
Administration and Acceptance of Tests 
To offer States, driver applicants, and 
training programs additional 
to meet the requirements. of part 383, the 
FHWA proposes te allow a State to 
administer CDL CDL knowledge and skills 
tests to drivers domiciled in other 
States, and to allow a driver applicant’s 
State of domicile to accept his/her test 
results obtained in other States. Third 
party agreements between States under 


§ 383.75 would not be necessary for a 
State to use this option, which goes 
beyond § 383.75 in addressing 
knowledge as well as skills tests. Under 
this proposal, the State of domicile may 
accept the results of skills tests 
administered on behalf of other States 
by third parties under § 383.75. 

Interstate administration and 
acceptance of CDL tests would be at the 
discretion of the States involved, for 
three reasons. First, some States may 
lack the capacity to test drivers 
domiciled in other States. Second, the 
FHWA recognizes that, although all 
States must meet the minimum 
standards of part 383, certain States 
may have testing requirements that 
substantially exceed the Federal 
minima. Such States must retain the 
right to uphold those higher testing 
requirements for their own residents. 
Finally, certain States are establishing 
fees for CDLs primarily on the basis of 
tests taken. Such States should be able 
to protect their own revenue sources by 
preventing their residents from taking 
CDL tests elsewhere, perhaps in States 
which charge less for CDL testing. Thus, 
the FHWA does not intend to impose 
the proposed § 383.76 on all States as a 
requirement: nothing in this proposal 
would require a State to test another 
State’s drivers or to accept individual 
tests given by other States to its drivers. 

The States themselves would initiate 
the process contemplated under this 
section. How and under what 
circumstances they would inform other 
States, as well as drive applicants, of 
their decisions on interstate testing and 
test acceptance would be a State 
decision. For example, the State may 
elect to establish a central information 
source, perhaps through the existing 
AAMVaAnet network, which would list 
the States administering CDL tests to 
out-of-state drivers, and which would 
name, for each participating State, the 
types of tests and States of 
administration which would be 
accepted. Regardless of the information 
mechanisms chosen by the States, it 
would be the responsibility of the driver 
applicant to ascertain whether a 
particular test administered in a given 
State would be accepted by his/her 
State of domicile. 

The proposal! includes conditions to 
protect the one-license, one-record 
concept. In particular, States testing 
other States’ drivers would have the 
responsibility to maintain detailed 
records of all tests passed for one year 


following the date of test administration. 


Before accepting a test result secured in 
another State, the State of domicile 
would directly verify the test results 


with the State of testing. The reverse 
procedure {i.e., a requirement that the - 
State of testing inform the State of 
domicile upon test completion} has not 
been adopted because, until the driver 

actually appears to apply for the CDL, 
the State of domicile will have no CDL 
file set up forthe driver, hence no place 
to store the information. Also, in the 
interval between taking the test{s} and 
applying for the CDL, a driver could 
change his/her State of domicile. 
Finally, the State of testing would earn 
the revenue from the test, and should 
therefore bear the expense of 
recordkeeping. 

Under this proposal, a State in which 
nationwide driver training programs are 
located would have options to 
accommodate the programs’ needs. For 
example, it may choose to offer either 
60-day CDLs, or CDL testing, or both, to 
graduates of the programs. In the CDL 
testing option, a driver applicant would 
take the skills test in the State of 
training with equipment provided by the 
training program and then return to the 
State of domicile ta complete testing and 
obtain his/her CDL. This scenario 
assumes that the State of domicile elects 
to accept skills tests given in the State of 
training. While this is a reasonable 
assumption, such interstate acceptance 
of individual tests prior to CDL issuance 
is not required under the reciprocity 

of the Act (section 
12009{a}{14)}, which deals only with 
completed CDLs. 

The FHWA that this 
provision could have other implications. 
Under the proposed § 383.76, a State 
could rely exclusively on other States to 
administer knowledge and skills testing 
of its drivers. Such a State’s CDLs would 
be valid as long as it issues them in 
accordance with part 383, and as long as 
all conditions of § 383.76. are adhered 
io. 

Question 15: The proposal requires the 
State of domicile to verify out-of-State 
test results before issuing the license. 
Should verification of out-of-State test 
results be permitted to occur for a 
certain period after the State of domicile 
issues the license? Why? If so, how long 
should that period be? 

Question 16: Should a State’s freedom 
to accept test results obtained by or on 
behalf of another State be restricted to 
tests that occur within the georgraphic 
boundaries of the State of testing? 


Section 383.153 Information on the 
Document and Application 


As a technical correction to reflect 
concerns raised by many State licensing 


officials as they begin implementing the 
requirements for the CDL document, this 
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section would accord States the 
flexibility to require either the mailing or 
residential address of the CDL holder on 
the license. 


Section 383.157. CDIP Document 


This section establishes the contents 
of the CDIP document and is analogous 
to requirements in § 383.153 for the CDL 
document. The CDIP document would 
carry the CDIP designation and would 
not contain the words “Commerical 
Driver's License” or CDL. The CDIP 
would state that it is invalid without the 
underlying State license, the number of 
which must be displayed on the CDIP. 


Regulatory Impact 


The FHWA has determined that this 
document does not contain a major rule 
under Executive Order 12291 or a 
significant regulation under the 
regulatory policies and procedures of 
the Department of Transportation. The 
purpose of this proposal is to amplify 
the level of detail in existing regulations 
concerning learners’ permits for CMV 
driver trainees and to provide additional 
flexibilities and options to the States in 
adhering to existing rules governing 
commercial driver testing and licensing. 
While specifying procedures and 
conditions applicable to those States 
which undertake to issue CDIPs, this 
rule does not require States to 
implement CDIP programs as a 
condition for avoiding the withholding 
of Federal-aid highway funds under the 
Act. Furthermore, the details provided 
for CDIP programs are analogous to 
those already developed for CDLs under 
the rulemaking proceeding for the 
testing and licensing elements of 49 CFR 
part 383. 

Since the changes in this document 
are incidental to the CDL program as a 
whole, the anticipated incremental 
economic impact, if any, is minimal. 
Therefore, a new regulatory evaluation 
isnot required beyond that which is 
already included in the docket for the 
testing and licensing rulemaking (MC- 
87-18). For the above reasons and under 
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, the FHWA certifies that this 
proposed rule would not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Paperwork 


In accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-511), 
the reporting or recordkeeping 
provisions that are included in this 
regulation are being submitted for 
approval to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB). 


Federalism Impact 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
the proposed rule would not have 
sufficient federalism implications to 
warrant the preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 

The regulatory information number 
(RIN) is assigned to each regulatory 
action listed in the Unified Agenda of 
Federal Regulations. The Regulatory 
Information Service Center publishes 
the Unified Agenda in April and 
October of each year. The RIN number 
contained in the heading of this 
document can be used to cross reference 
this action with the Unified Agenda. 


List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 383 


Commercial driver's license 
documents, Commercial motor vehicles, 
Highways and roads, Motor carriers 
licensing and testing procedures, Motor 
vehicle safety. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.217, Motor Carrier 
Safety) 

Issued on: August 16, 1990. 
T.D. Larson, 
Administrator. 


In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FHWA hereby proposes to amend title 
49, Code of Federal Regulations, chapter 
Ill, subchapter B, as set forth below. 


PART 383—COMMERCIAL DRIVER’S 
LICENSE STANDARDS; 
REQUIREMENTS AND PENALTIES 


1. The authority citation for 49 CFR 
part 383 continues to read as follows: 
Authority: Title XII of Pub. L. 99-570, 100 


Stat. 3207-170; 49 U.S.C. 3102; 49 U.S.C. App. 
2505; 49 CFR 1.48. 


2. Section 383.5 is amended by adding 
two definitions entitled “Commercial 
Driver Instruction Permit” and “Driver,” 
and placing them in alphabetical order 
as follows: 


§ 383.5 Definitions. 

Commercial Driver Instruction Permit 
(CDIP) means a document that is issued 
by a State in accordance with the 
standards and subject to the conditions 
contained in this part for CDIPs, and 
that shall, in conjunction with a valid 
State driver's license or CDL, be 
considered a valid authorization to 
operate a CMV for purposes of 


- accompanied behind-the-wheel training. 


When issued to a CDL holder, a CDIP 
shall serve as authorization for 
accompanied behind-the-wheel training 
in a CMV that is in a vehicle group for 


which the person's CDL is not valid, or 
is a vehicle for which the CDL lacks the 
proper endorsement, or both. 


* 7 * * * 


Driver means any person who 
operates any CMV on a public road or 
highway. 

3. Section 383.23 is revised to read as 
follows. 


§ 383.23 Commercial driver's license. 


(a) General rule. (1) Effective April 1, 
1992, no person shall operate a 
commercial motor vehicle unless such 
person has taken and passed written 
and driving tests which meet the Federal 
standards contained in subparts F, G, 
and H of this part for the commercial 
motor vehicle that person operates or 
expects to operate. 

(2) Effective April 1, 1992, except as 
provided as paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) 
of this section, no person shall operate a 
commercial motor vehicle unless such 
person possesses a CDL which meets 
the standards contained in subpart J of 
this part, issued by his/her State or 
jurisdiction of domicile. 

(b) Exception to CDL requirement. A 
Commercial Driver Instruction Permit 
(CDIP), issued by a State to an applicant 
according to the minimum standards 
contained in §§ 383.71(g) and 383.73(j), 
shall, in conjunction with a valid State 
driver's license, be considered a valid 
authorization to operate a CMV for 
purposes of accompanied behind-the- 
wheel training on public roads and 
highways under the following 
conditions: 

(1) A State may issue a CDIP only toa 
person who is domiciled in the State, or 
who is enrolled in a CMV driver training 
program that is: 

(i) Located within the State; and 

(ii) Formally recognized by the State 
according to State standards for such 
programs; 

(2) The CDIP holder must be 
accompanied at all times by a person 
who: 

(i) Holds a valid CDL with such 
vehicle group and endorsement 
indications as are requisite to the 
vehicle being driven; and 

(ii) Is at all times physically present in 
the vehicle, except as specified in 
§ 383.23(b)(3); 

(3) Limited exception to in-vehicle 
chaperonage requirement. A State in 
which training occurs may allow the 
substitution of direct, uninterrupted 
audio or audio-visual electronic 
communication between the CDIP- 
holding trainee and the accompanying 
CDL holder, for such CDL holder's 
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(i) The CDIP holder first passes a 
basic knowledge test (and, if the training 
vehicle is a passenger vehicle, a 
passenger endorsement knowledge test): 

(A) That meets the standards of 
subparts F, G, and H of this part for the 
type of vehicle in which the behind-the- 
wheel training takes place; and 

(B) For which the driver trainee 
possesses evidence from the State of 
testing that he/she has passed such 
test(s); 


training program that is located within 
the State and is formally recognized by 
the State according to State standards 
for such programs; 

(iii) The behind-the-wheel training 
occurs: 

(A) Solely within the boundaries of 
the State of training; and 

(B) Within the radius of uninterrupted 
electronic communication between the 
trainee and the CDL holder; 

(iv) The behind-the-wheel training 
occurs while the vehicle i is used for 


(v} The training vehicle is not of a 
type that necessitates a CDL 
endorsement as specified in § 383.93{b) 
(1), (3), amd (4); 

(4) Reciprocity. Effective October 1, 
1993, a State shall allow any person who 
has a valid CDIP and underlying driver’s 
license to undergo training in a CMV in 
the State under the conditions 
delineated in paragraph (b) of this 
section; 

(5} A CDEP may be issued only for 
limited time periods as established by 
the State, not to exceed one year for 
initial issuances and six months for 
renewals; and 

(6) A CDIP may not be issued to, or 
held by a person: 

(i) Who holds more than one driver’s 
license; or 

(ii) Whose driver's license or driving 
privilege is subject to any suspension, 
revocation, cancellation, or 
disqualification. 

(c} Exception to CDL requirement 
until October 1, 1993. State learners” 
permits, including those which carry the 
or “CDIP* designation, issued for limited 
time periods according to State 
requirements, shall be considered valid 
commercial drivers’ licenses for 
purposes of behind-the-wheel training 
on public roads or highways, if the 
following minimum conditions are met: 


(1) The learner's permit holder is at all 
times accompanied by the holder of a 
valid CDL; and 

(2} He/she either holds a valid 
automobile driver's license, or has 
passed such vision, sign/symbol, and 
knowledge tests as the State issuing the 
learner's permit ordinarily administers 
to applicants for automobile drivers’ 
licenses. 

(d) Exceptions to domicile 
requirement. (1) If a CMV operator is 
domiciled in a foreign jurisdiction 
which, as determined by the 
Administrator, does not test drivers and 
issue a CDL in accordance with, or 
similar to, the standards contained in 
subparts F, G, and H of this part, the 
person shall obtain a Nonresident CDL 
from a State which does comply with 
the testing and licensing standards 
contained in such subparts F, G, and H.! 

(2} A person whe holds a CDIP issued 
under § 383.23{b}{1) by a State which is 
not his/her State of domicile, but in 
which he/she has been enrolled in a 
CMV driver training program that is 
located within the State and that is 
formally recognized by the State 
according to State standards for such 
programs, may obtain a CDL valid for no 
more than 60 days from the State of 
training if: 

(i) The State receives, both from the 
applicant and directly from the 
recognized CMV driver training 
program, evidence that the applicant 
has, within the thirty day period 
preceding the date of application for the 
CDL, successfully completed a course of 
training for CMV operators; 

(ii} The expiration date of the CDL is 
no more than 60 days after its date of 
issuance, with no possibility of renewal 
unless the State of issuance becomes the 
State of domicile of the driver prior to 
the expiration date; 

(iii} The State requires the driver 
applicant to surrender his/her CDIP and 
underlying license, to the State prior to 
issuance of the CDL; 

(iv) In addition to the required items 
in § 383.153, the application for the CDL 
contains: 

{A} The current address of the driver 
within the State of training; 

(B) The name and address of the 
driver’s current employer, if any; and 


1 Effective December 29, 1988, the Administrator 
determined that commercial} drivers’ licenses issued 
by Canadian Provinces and Territories in 
conformity with the Canadian National Safety Code 
are in accordence with the standards of this part. 
Therefore, under the single license provision of 
§ 383.21, a driver holding a commercial driver's 
license issued under the Canadian National Safety 
Code is prohibited from obtaining a Nonresident 
CDE, or any other type of driver’s license, from @ 
State or other jurisdiction in the United States. 


(C} The name and address of the 
recognized training program which the 
driver applicant has successfully 
completed; and 

(v) The CDL document issued under 
the provisions of this section , as 
the “mailing address” referred to in 
§ 383.153{a}{2), the permanent mailing or 
residential address of the driver within 
his/her State of domicile. 

4. Section 383.71 is amended by 
adding paragraph (g) to read as follows: 
$383.7 Driver application procedures. 

(g} Commercial Driver Instruction 
Permits (CDIPs). Prior to obtaining a 
CDIP, a person must meet the following 
requirements: 

(1] Possess a valid driver’s license 
from a State or jurisdiction; 

(2) Provide to the State issuing the 
CDIP the information specified in 
§ 383.157(a} (2), (3}, (4) (5), and (b}(1}: 

(3} Certify that he/she is not subject to 
any disqualification, suspension, 
revocation, or cancellation of any 
driver’s license or driving privilege, and 
that he/she does not have a driver's 
license from more than ane State or 
jurisdiction; 

(4) If in possession of a CDIP, he/she 
must surrender such CDIP; 

(5) If applying for a CDIP from the 
State in which he/she is enrolled for 
training, but which is not the State of 
domicile, he/she must: 

(i] Submit such evidence as is 
acceptable to the State of training that 
he/she is enrolled in a CMV driver 
training program that is located within 
the State and is formally recognized by 
the State according to State standards 
for such programs; and 

(ii) Provide the name and address of 
the training school, and his/her local 
address while in training. 

(6) If im possession of a valid CDE 
from a State, and applying to the same 
State for a CDIP for purposes of behind- 
the-wheel instruction leading to a 
vehicle group upgrade of, and/or the 
addition of an endorsement to, his/her 
CDL, then the person may omit such of 
the procedures in paragraphs (g} (2) and 
(3) of this section as are relinquished by 
the State under § 383.73{(j)(3); and 

(7) A person who wil! undergo 
training in interstate or foreign 
commerce, or is otherwise subject to 
part 391 of this title, shall certify that 
he/she meets the qualification 
requirements contained in part 391 of 
this title. A person who will not undergo 
training in interstate or foreign 
commerce, and is not subject to part 391, 
is subject to applicable State driver 
qualification requirements and must 
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certify that he/she is not subject to part 
391. 

5. Section 383.73 is amended by 
adding paragraph (j), to read as follows: 


§ 383.73 State procedures. 
* * * o * 

(j) Commercial Driver Instruction 
Permits (CDIPs}— (1) Prerequisites to 
CDIP issuance. Prior to issuing a CDIP, a 
State shall: 

(i) Check that the applicant holds a 
valid driver's license from a State or 
jurisdiction; 

(ii) Require the applicant to provide 
the information and certifications 
described in § 383.71(g) (2), (3), and Cs 

(iii) Initiate and complete a check of 
the applicant’s driving record as 
specified in § 383.73(a)(3) to ensure that 
the person is not subject to any 
disqualification, suspensions, 
revocations, or cancellations, does not 
have a driver's license from more than 
cne State, and does not hold an 
undisclosed CDIP; 

(iv) If the applicant already holds a 
CDIP, obtain such CDIP; and 

(v} Inform the applicant in writing of 
the following: 

(A) Any person who holds a CDIP 
shall be deemed to have consented to 
such testing as is required of him/her by 
a State or jurisdiction in the 
enforcement of § § 383.51(b)}(2)(i) and 
392.5(a)(2). Consent is implied by 
undergoing behind-the-wheel training in, 
or otherwise driving,a CMV; and. 

(B) Any person who holds a CDIP and 
engages in behind-the-wheel training in, 
or otherwise drives, a CMV is a driver 
for the purposes of the disqualifications 
and penalties of subpart D of this Part, 
and the out-of-service provisions of 
§ 392.5 of this title. 

(2) Additional State procedures for 
CDIPs outside State of domicile. lf the 
State is not the applicant’s State of 
domicile, the State shall complete the 
following additional procedures prior to 
issuing a CDIP to an applicant: 

(i) Obtain from the applicant the name 
and address of the training school in 
which he/she is enrolled, and his/her 
local address while in training; 

(ii) Verify that the training program is 
located within the State. and is formally 
recognized by the State according to 
State standards for such programs; and 

(iii) Obtain, both from the applicant 
and directly from the recognized training 
program, such evidence as satisfies the 
State that the applicant is currently 
enrolled in a course of training for CMV 
operators. 

(3) CDL holders applying for CDIPs. lf 
a person holds a valid CDL from a State, 
and applies to the same State.for a CDIP 
for purposes of behind-the-wheel 


instruction leading to a vehicle group 
upgrade of, or the addition of an 
endorsement to, his/her CDL, then the 
State may omit the procedures listed in 
paragraphs (j)(1) (ii) and (iii) of this 
section, except for the certification 
required by § 383.71(g}{7). 

(4} CDIP issuance and required 
notifications. (i) After the State has 
completed the procedures described in 
paragraphs (j)(1) and, if applicable, (j)(2) 
of this section, it may issue a CDIP to 
the driver applicant. 

(ii) Within the ten-day period 
beginning on the date of any such CDIP 
issuance or renewal, the State shall give 
notice of same as follows: 

(A) If the driver does not already hold 
a CDL, then the State shall notify the 
CDLIS; and 

(B) If the State issuing the CDIP is not 
the driver's State of licensure, then the 
State issuing the CDIP shall notify the 
State of licensure. 

(5) Penalties for false information. If a 
State determines, in its check of an 
applicant's license status and record 
prior to issuing a CDIP, or at any time 
after the CDIP is issued, that the 
applicant has falsified any information 
or documentation required of him/her 
by the State as part of the CDIP 
application procedure, the State shall at 
a minimum suspend, cancel, or revoke 
the person’s CDIP or his/her pending 
application, or disqualify the person 
from driving or undergoing training in a 
CMV for a period of at least 60 
consecutive days. 

(6) Notification of adverse licensing 
actions and traffic violations. (i) Within 
10 days of disqualifying the holder of a 
CDIP from undergoing training in, or 
otherwise driving, a CMV (or after 
suspension, revocation, or cancellation 
of such CDIP or any driving privilege) 
for a period of 60 days or more, the State 
issuing the CDIP shall notify the State 
issuing the underlying driver's license, if 
different, of such disqualification, 
suspension, revocation, or cancellation. 

(ii) Within 10 days after learning that 
a CDIP holder has been convicied of 
violating a State or local law relating to 
motor vehicle traffic control, the State 
issuing the CDIP shall notify an official 
designated by the State issuing the 
driver’s underlying license, if different, 
of such conviction. 

6. Section 383.76 is added to subpart E 
to read as follows: 


$383.76 interstate administration and 


acceptance of tests. 

{a} Conditions for interstate testing 
and test acceptance. A State may elect 
to exercise either or both of the options 
for test administration and acceptance 


- as specified in paragraph (b) of this 


section, provided that all the following 
conditions are met: 

(1) The driver applicant's State of 
domicile must issue CDLs in accordance 
with this part; 

(2) The tests administered to the 
driver applicant under the provisions of 
this section must meet the standards of 
subparts F, G, and H of this part: 

(3) A driver applicant who takes and 
passes knowledge and/or skills tests 
administred by a State other than his/ 
her State of domicile shall receive 
evidence from the State of testing, and 
provide such evidence to the State of 
domicile, that he/she has passed such 
knowledge and/or skills test{s). 

(4) For one year following the date of 
each test administered and passed, the 
State of testing shall maintain a record 
of the following: 

(i) Identifying data on the applicant as 
contained in § 383.153(a) (2), (3), (5), (6) 
(7), and (d)(1); 

(ii) The specific test(s) taken; 

(iii) For skills tests: 

(A) The vehicle group of which the 
test vehicle is representative under the 
criteria of § 383.91, without regard to the 
classification system adopted by the 
State of testing; and 

(B) Whether the vehicle used in 
testing was a type of vehicle requiring 
an endorsement under § 383.93, and if 
so, what type; 

(iv) Whether the applicant passed 
each test; and 

(5) Prior to accepting any passing test 
results claimed to have been obtained 
by a driver applicant in another State, 
the State of domicile shall verify the test 
results claimed by the applicant against 
the information recorded by the State of 
testing under paragraph (a)(4) of this 
section. 

(b) Options for interstate testing and 
text acceptance. (1) A State may elect to 
offer its CDL knowledge and/or skills 
tests to a person domiciled in another 
State. 

(2) A driver applicant's State of 
domicile may, without any formal third- 
party testing agreement under § 383.75, 
accept the passing results of CDL 
knowledge and/or skills tests 
administered by any other State, in 
fulfillment of the applicant’s 
requirements under § 383.71(a} (2} and 
(3), and the State’s requirements under 
§ 383.73(a) (1) and (2). 

(c) For purpose of this section, skills 
tests administered by a State may, at the 
discretion of the State of domicile, 
include skills tests administered on 
behalf of a State under § 383.75. 


7. Section 383.153({a) (2} is sociend to 
read as follows: : 
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§ 383.153 information on the document 
and application. 


see 


a 
(2) The full name, signature, and 
mailing or residential address of the 
person to whom such license is issued; 
8. Section 383.157 is added to subpart J 
to read as follows: 


§ 383.157 CDIP Document. 


(a) Information on the document. All 
CDIPs shall contain the following 
information: 

(1) The prominent statement that the 
document is a “Commercial Driver 
Instruction Permit” or “CDIP”. The 
words “Commercial Driver's License” or 
“CDL” may not appear anywhere on the 
document; 


(2) The full name, signature, and 
permanent mailing or residential 
address in the State of domicile, of the 
person to whom such CDIP is issued; 

(3) Physical and other information to 
identify and describe such person 
including date of birth (month, day and 
year), sex, and height; 

(4) Color photograph of the holder; 

(5) The number of the underlying State 
driver's license; 

(6) The statement that the CDIP is not 
valid for any purpose without the 
driver's license for which the number is 
shown; 

(7) The identifying number given by 
the State to the CDIP; 

(8) The name of the State or States 
issuing the CDIP and the underlying 
license; 
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(9) The date of issuance and the date 
of expiration of the CDIP; and 

(10) A concise summary of the 
limitations on CDIP use as stated in 
§ 383.23(b) and any additional 
limitations or restrictions as required by 
the State. 

(b) Additional information 
requirements. (1) An applicant for a 
CDIP must provide his/her Social 
Security Number (SSN) on the 
application to the State. 

(2) The State must provide the SSN to 
the CDLIS. 

(c) Tamperproofing requirements. 
CDIPs shall be tamperproof to the 
maximum extent proacticable. 


[FR Doc. 90-19737 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 

Public and indian Housing 

[Docket No. N-90-3016; FR-2754-N-1i2} 
vement 


Comprehensive impro 
Assistance Program (CIAP)—Revision 
of March 20 Notice of Fund Availability 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Public and Indian Housing, 
HUD. 


ACTION: Revision of notice of fund 
availability. 


summary: On March 20, 1990, HUD > 


published a Notice of Fund Availability 
(NOFA) informing Public Housing 
Agencies and Indian Housing 
Authorities of the amount of CIAP funds 
available during FY 1990. Today’s 
Notice revises statements in that NOFA 
concerning the total amounts available 
for public housing, for emergency relief, 
and for a Lead-Based Paint Abatement 
Demonstration. It also provides added 
flexibility to HUD Regional Offices to 
assure that any CIAP funds left over 
after funding the large Troubled PHA’s 
may be allocated to those Field Offices 
which have PHA's with approvable 
applications and demonstrated 
capabilities. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas Sherman, Office of Public and 
Indian Housing, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh 
Street SW., room 4204, Washington, DC 
20410. Telephone (202) 708-1380. (This is 
not a toll-free number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 20, 1990, the Department 
published, at 55 FR 10388, a Notice of 
Fund Availability (NOFA) announcing 
the availability of fiscal year (FY) 1990 
funding authority for the Comprehensive 
Improvement Assistance Program 
(CLAP), as provided in the Departments 
of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development and Independent 
Agencies Appropriation Act of 1990, 
Public Law 101-144, approved 
November 9, 1989 (1990 Act). Under the 
heading Fund Availability, at page 
19388, the NOFA contained the 
following statements with respect to 
CIAP funds: 

CIAP Funds. The total amount of FY 1990 
CIAP funds available under section 14 of the 
U.S. Housing Act of 1937, as amended (Act), 
is $1,973,335,307 of budget authority (capital 
funds). Of that amount $86,000 has been 
reserved for 1989 Resident Management 
purposes. Of the remaining $1,973,247,307, 
97.3 percent, or $1,919,969,630, will be 
available for Public Housing and 2.7 percent, 
or $53,277,677, will be available for Indian 


Housing. Of the $1,919,969,630 ‘available for 
Public Housing, $1,900,148,877 will be - 
available for Regional assignment and - 
$19,820,753. will be used for * * * special 
needs: 


A revision of this statement.is . 
necessitated because of the:need to 
provide funding for two National 
Commissions established by titles. V and 
VI of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development Reform Act of 1989 
(Pub. L. 101-235, 103 Stat. 1987). These 
Commissions are the National 
Commission on Severely Distressed 
Public Housing, and the National 
Commission on Native American, 
Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian 
Housing. The Dire Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 
1990 (Pub. L. 101-302, approved May 25, 
1990) provides funding for these 
Commissions by transferring $2,500,000 
provided in the 1990 Act. Therefore, the 
amount set forth in the March 20, 1990 
NOFA as available for Public Housing 
must reduced by $2,500,000, from 
$1,919,969,630 to $1,917,469,630. 

The March 20, 1990 NOFA goes on to 
describe as one of the “special needs” 
for which funds will be set aside, the 
following: 


Emergency Relief. Section 14({h) of the Act 
and the CIAP regulations at 24 CFR 968.210(h) 
require the Department to give first priority to 
funding housing developments (projects) that 
have emergency conditions that pose an 
immediate threat to tenant life, health or 
safety or related to fire safety. Hurricane 
Hugo and the recent earthquake in the State 
of California resulted in emergency 
conditions for PHAs in Regions II, IV and IX. 
In order to correct those emergency 
conditions expeditiously, affected PHAs were 
given permission to use previously approved 
CIAP or other funds for the emergency work. 
The Department has determined that these 
costs should not be subtracted from the fund 
assignments for these Regions because of the 
high cost involved and because it would 
unfairly penalize unaffected PHAs in those 
Regions by reducing the amount of funds 
otherwise available to meet their 
modernization needs. As a result, the 
Department will make available $14,746,770 
for emergency disaster relief to Regions II, IV 
and IX, outside of their fund assignment. 


The estimate of $14,746,770 for 
emergency relief is being adjusted 
downward to $7,450,019 based upon 
more precise assessments of need 
arising from Hurricane Hugo in Regions 
Il and IV. The amount of damage” 
coverage by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), and by 
private insurance companies, has turned 
out to be greater than was originally 
estimated. 

Another “special need” described in 
the March 20, 1990 NOFA relates to lead 
based paint: 
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Lead-Based Paint (LBP) Abatement ‘ 
Demonstration: PHA: participation in this 
Demonstration is mandated by section 566 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) Act of 1987, as amended. It is 
estimated that the total cost for abatement 
and data analysis for the three PHAs selected 
to participate in the Demonstration is 
$4,102,000. The Department will make 
available this amount to Regions I, II, and 
VII, outside of their formula fund assignment 
for three PHAs who volunteered to 
participate in the demonstration. 


The estimate of $4,102,000 for the 
Lead-Based Paint Abatement 
Demonstration is being adjusted upward 
to $5,047,204 based upon more accurate 
revised estimates of need involving two 
PHAs in Regions I and II. 

The $3,851,547 balance remaining 
after these revisions (i.e., the $7,296,751 
made available from revisions of the 
emergency relief allocation, reduced by 
$2,500,000 for National Commissions 
and by $945,204 for the Lead-Based 
Paint Abatement Demonstration) is 
being subassigned to field offices, in 
accordance with the allocation 
percentages published at page 10390 of 
the March 20, 1990 NOFA. 

In the March 20, 1990 NOFA there is 
the following summary of funding 
activity: 


Budget authority 


$53,277,677 
1,919,969,630 


Total Funds Available 
Regional Office Assignment 


LBP Abatement Demonstra- 


$1,973,247,307 
$1,900,148,877 
14,746,770 


4,102,000 
4,102,000 
971,983 


$1,919,969,630 


The revisions made by this Notice 
change that summary to read as follows: 


$53,277,677 
1,917,469,630 


$1,970,747,307 
$1,904,000,424 
7,450,019 


5,047,204 
971,983 


$1,917,469,630 


In addition to the above revisions, the 
paragraph headed “a. Sufficient Funds 
Are Left Over”. at 55 FR 10389 in the 
March 20, 1990 NOFA is reviewed by 
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adding a new sentence at the end. As 
revised, the paragraph reads: 


“a. Sufficient Funds Are Left Over. Where 
sufficient funds.are left over after funding the 
large Troubled PHAs, the Regional Office 
shall subassign the remaining funds to the 
Field Offices based on their relative shares of 
modernization need. In such case, the Field 
Office manager shall have funding decision 
authority in accordance with the instructions 
on double weighting in subparagraph (b){(i)} 
below. These relative shares may be 
modified by the Regional Office where there 
is evidence within a particular Field Office of 
a lack of approvable applications or a lack of 
PHA capability to carry out additional 
modernization.” 


‘This added flexibility i is both 
necessary and desirable to ensure that 
the CLAP funds left over after:funding 
the large Troubled PHAs are allocated 
to those Field Offices which have PHAs 
with approvable applications and 
demonstrated capability. 


Findings and Other Matters 


A Finding of No Significant Impact 
with respect to the environment has 
been made in accordance with HUD 
regulations at 24 CFR part 50 
implementing section 102(2)(C)-of the 
National Environmental Policy:Act of 


1969, 42 U.S.C. 4332. The Finding of No | 
Significant Impact is available for public: - 
- inspeciton and copying between 7:30 


a.m. and 5:30 p.m. weekdays at the 
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., Room 10276, 
Washington, DC 20410. ° 

The collection of information 
requirements contained in this NOFA 
have been approved by the OMB under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1989. 
and have been assigned OMB control _ 
number 2577-0044. 

Federalism impact. The General 
Counsel, as the Designated Official 
under section 6{a) of Executive Order : 
12612, Federalism, has determined that 


the provisions of this NOFA do not have 
“federalism implication” within the 
meaning of the Order. 
Family impact. The General: Counsel, 
as the Designated Official for Executive 
Order 12606, the Family, has determined 


' _ that the provisions of this NOFA do not 


have the potential for significant impact 
-on family formation, maintenance and 
general well-being within the nee of 


~ the Order. 


(The Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 


‘Program, number is 14.852.) 


: Sec. 14, United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 14371);-sec. A 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Act (42 U.S.C: — 
“Dated: August 15, 1990. 


‘Michael B. Janis, bret 


General Deputy Assistant Secretary for 7 
Public and Indian Housing. | 


. [FR Doc. 90-19744 Filed 8-21-00; 8:45 5am) 
BILLING Cove 4210-33-8 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


_[FRL-3808-8) 


Federal Agency Hazardous Waste 
Compliance Docket 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of third update of the 
Federal Agency Hazardous Waste 
Compliance Docket pursuant to 
CERCLA section 120{c). 


SUMMARY: Section 120(c) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (CERCLA), as amended by 
the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA), 
requires the Environmental! Protection 
Agency (EPA) to establish a Federal 
Agency Hazardous Waste Compliance 
Docket that contains certain information 
regarding Federal facilities that manage 
hazardous waste or from which 
hazardous substances may be or have 
been released. CERCLA requires that 
the docket be updated every 6 months 
as new facilities are reported to EPA by 
Federal agencies. The following list 
identifies the Federal facilities to be 
included:in the third update of the 
docket {i.e., facilities not previously 
listed on the docket and reported to EPA 
since the last update to the docket, 
December 15, 1989). EPA policy specifies 
that for each Federal facility that is 
included on the docket during an 


update, the responsible Federal agency 


must complete a preliminary assessment 


and, if warranted, a site inspection, 
within 18 months of publication of this 
notice: Such remedial site evaluation 
activities will help determine whether 
the facility should be included on the 
National Priorities List and will provide 
EPA and the public with valuable 
information about the facility. In 
addition to the update list, this notice 
includes a section comprising revisions 
{i.e., corrections and deletions) to the 
initial docket list and the first update. At 
the time of publication of this notice, the 
new total number of Federal facilities 
listed on the docket is 1296. 
DATES: This list isc current as of April 13, 
1990. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Federal Facilities Docket Hotline, 
Telephone: (800) 548-1016 toll free. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Table of Contents 

I. Introduction 

Il. Revisions to the Initia} Docket 

iit. Process for Compiling the Updated 
Docket 

IV. Facilities Not Included 


V. Information Contained on Docket Listing 
VI. Proposed Docket Modification 


1. Introduction 


The Federal Agency Hazardous 
Waste Compliance Docket (“docket") 
was required to be established under 
Section 120{c) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. 9620(c), as 
amended by the Superfund Amendments 
and Reauthorization Act of 1986 
(SARA). The docket contains 
information on Federal facilities that is 
submitted by Federal agencies to the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(“EPA” or “the Agency”) under sections 
3005, 3010, and 3016 of the Resource - 
Conservation and Recovery Act © 
(RCRA), 42 U.S.C. 6925, 6930, and:6937, 
and under section 103 of CERCLA. The 
term “Federal facility” remains 
unchanged from that used for the initial 
docket and is based primarily on the 
RCRA definition of facility (see 47 FR 
32288-9 (1982), 50 FR 28712 (1985), and 
53 FR 4280 (1988)}). The docket serves, 
among others, three major purposes: {1) 
To identify the universe of Federal 
facilities that must be evaluated to 
determine whether they pose a risk to 
public health and the environment 
sufficient to warrant inclusion on the 
National-Priorities List (NPL); (2} to 
compile and maintain the information 
submitted to EPA on these facilities 
under the provisions listed in Section 
120{c) of CERCLA; and (3) to provide a 
mechanism to make this information . 
available te the public. 

The initial list of Federal facilities to 
be included in the docket was published 
on February 12, 1988 (53 FR 4280). The 
first update was published on November 
16, 1988 (53 FR 46364}. The second 
update was published on December 15, 
1989 (54 FR 51472). The third update of 
the docket is being published today. 

Today's notice is divided into three 
major sections: (1) Corrections, (2) 
deletions, and (3) additions. The docket 
corrections section lists changes to 
information on facilities already listed 
on the docket. The removals section lists 
facilities that EPA is removing from the 
docket. The additions section lists - 
newly identified facilities that have 
been reported to EPA since the last 
update and are now being included on 
the docket. 


The information submitted to EPA-on ~ 


each Federal facility is contained in 
docket repositories located in the EPA 
Regional Offices where the facility is 
found. (See 53 FR 4280 (1988) for a 
description of the information required. 
under these provisions.).Each repositery 
contains the documents submitted to 
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EPA under the reporting provisions (and 
correspondence relevant to the reporting 
provisions) for each facility. A complete 
national index of the information found 
in the Regional docket repositories will 
be maintained at EPA Headquarters in 
Washington, DC, and made available to 


-the public. This index will also be 


available for public review at each 
Regional repository. Contact the Federal 
Facilities Docket Hotline (800-548-1016) 
for information on repository locations 
and arrangements for reviewing and 
copying specific documents. 


I. Revisions to the Initial Docket 
1. Corrections 


Necessary changes to correct the 
initial docket were identified by both 
EPA and Federal agencies. These 
changes vary from simple address and 
spelling changes to facility names and 
ownership corrections. Many are simply 
typographical or typesetting errors. For 
each facility with a correction, the 
original entry as it appeared in the 
February 12, 1988, notice, the November 
16, 1988, update, or the December 15, 
1989, update is shown directly above the 
corrected entry for easy comparison. 


2. Deletions 


Today, 28 facilities are being deleted 
from the docket for a number of reasons, 
such as incorrect reporting of hazardous 
waste activity, change in Federal 
ownership, and exemption as a small 
quantity generator (SQG) under RCRA 
(40 CFR 262.44). Facilities being deleted 
will no longer be subject to the. 
requirements of CERCLA section 120(d). 


3. Additions 


Today, 59 facilities are being added to 
the docket primarily because of new 
information obtained by EPA indicating 
that a facility should now be listed (e.g., 
recent reporting of a facility pursuant to 
RCRA sections 3005, 3010, or 3016 or 
CERCLA section 103). In some.cases, 
facilities were inadvertently omitted 
from the initial list or prior updates. For 
all facilities being added in this section, 
it is EPA's policy that the responsible 

must complete the required PA, 
and, if warranted, a site inspection (SI), 
within 18 months from the date of this 
publication. 

Of the 59 facilities which are being 
added to the docket, four are facilities 
which are listed in the Regional docket 
repositories but which were mistakenly 
omitted from the November 16, 1988, 
Federal Register notice. These four 
facilities, Monticello Uranium Mill 
Tailings Site, DOE, Utah, US Small 
Business Administration Cal West, SBA, _ 
New Mexico, Cornhusker Army 
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Ammunition Plant, Army, Nebraska, and 
Defense General Supply Center 
Richmond, DOD, Virginia, are all 
currently listed on the NPL. 

It is EPA’s policy generally not to list 
on the docket facilities which are SQGs 
and have never produced more than 
1,000 kg of hazardous waste in any 
month. However, the Agency believes 
that facilities which are SQGs but have 
reported releases under section 103, or 
hazardous waste activities pursuant to 
another reporting mechanism, should be 
listed on the docket. EPA believes that 
such facilities should undergo remedial 
site evaluation activities, such as a PA 
and, where appropriate, a SI. All such 
facilities will now be listed on the 
docket regardless of whether they are 
SQGs pursuant to RCRA. As a result, 
some of the facilities that EPA is today 
adding to the docket are SQGs which 
had not been previously listed on the 
docket but which have reported releases 
or hazardous waste activities to EPA 
under another reporting provision. 

In the process of compiling the 
documents for the Regional repositories, 
EPA identified a number of facilities 
that had previously submitted a PA 
report, a SI report, a Department of 
Defense Installation Restoration 
Program report, or another Federal 
agency environmental restoration 
program report, but had not submitted a 
section 103 notification form. Section 
120{c)(3} of CERCLA requires that EPA 
include information submitted under 
section 103 in the docket. In general, 
section 103 requires certain persons to 
provide notice of certain releases of 
hazardous substances. The 
aforementioned Federal agency 
environmental restoration program 
reports contain information similar to 
information provided pursuant to 
CERCLA section 103 and are considered: 
equivalent forms of notification for 
purposes of the docket. Thus, the 
Agency believes that facilities which 
have provided information equivalent to 
a CERCLA section 103 notification, such 
as a Federal agency environmental 
restoration program report; should be 
included in the docket regardless of the 
absence of formal section 103 
notification. Therefore, some of the 
facilities that EPA is adding today are 
being placed on the docket because of 
the above-mentioned reports. 


IIL Process for Compiling the Updated 
Docket 


In compiling the newly reported 
facilities for the update being published 
today, EPA extracted the names, 
addresses, and identification numbers of 
facilities from two EPA data bases 
(Hazardous Waste Data Management 


System and CERCLIS, the CERCLA data 
base) that contain Federal facility 
information submitted under the four 
provisions listed in section 120(c}. 
Extensive computer checks compared 
the initial docket list with the 
information obtained from the above 
data bases to determine which facilities 
were, in fact, newly reported and 
qualified for inclusion on the update. In 
spite of the quality assurance efforts 
EPA has undertaken, it is possible that 
State-owned or privately-owned 
facilities may have been included. These 
potential problems are the result of 
historical procedures used to report and 
track Federal facility data, and the 
Agency is working to resolve them. 
Federal agencies are requested to 
contact EPA's Docket Coordinator in 
writing at the following address if 
revisions to this update information are 
necessary: Federal Facilities Docket 
Coordinator, U.S. EPA, 401 M Street SW. 
(OS-530), Washington, DC 20460. 


IV. Facilities Not Included 


As explained in the original docket 
preamble (53 FR 4280), the docket does 
not include the following categories of 
facilities (note, however, that any of 
these types of facilities may, where 
appropriate, be listed.on the NPL): 

1. Facilities formerly owned by a 
Federal agency and now privately 
owned. However, facilities that are now 
owned by another Federal agency will 
remain on the docket, with 
responsibility for conducting PA’s and 
SI's resting with the current owner. 

2. Facilities operated but not currently 
owned by a Federal agency. For 
example, facilities that are operated by 
the Federal government under State or 
private ownership will not be listed on 
the docket. 

3. SQGs that have never produced 


. more than 1,000 kg in any month and 


have not reported releases under section 
103 or other hazardous waste activities 
under section 3016. 

4. Facilities that are solely 
transporters as reported under RCRA 
section 3010. 

5. Any Federal facility not reported to 
EPA pursuant to RCRA sections 3005, 
3010, or 3016.or CERCLA section 103 {or 
an equivalent Federal agency 
environmental restoration program 
report, as discussed above). 

V. Information Contained on Docket 
Listing 

As discussed above, the update 
information below is divided into three 
separate sections. The firet section 
comprises corrections to the docket. The 


- second section is a list of facilities being 


deleted from. the docket. The third 


section is a list of new facilities that are 
being added to the docket. Each facility 
listed as part of the update has been 
assigned a code that indicates a more 
specific reason{s) for the correction, 
deletion, or addition. The code key 
precedes the lists. 

It is EPA’s policy that all facilities on 
the additions list to this third docket 
update must submit a PA, and, if 
warranted, an SI, to EPA within 18 
months of the date of this publication. 
This includes any facility changing 
responsible agencies {codes 21 and 22). 
These reports should be submitted to the 
CERCLA Federal Facility Coordinator in 
the appropriate EPA Regional Office. 

Facilities in each section are 
organized by State and then grouped 
alphabetically within each State by the 
Federal agency responsible for the 
facility. Under each State heading is 
listed the facility name and address, the 
statutory provision{s) under which the 
facility was reported to EPA (indicated 
by an “x” in the appropriate column(s)), 
the EPA Region where the facility is 
located, and the correction codes. 

The complete list of Federal facilities 
that now makes up the docket is not 
being published today. However, the list 
is available to interested parties and can 
be obtained by calling the Federal 
Facilities Docket Hotline (800-548-1016). 
As of today, the total number of Federal 
facilities that appear on the docket is 
1296. 


Dated: July 5, 1990. 
James M. Strock, 
Assistant Administrator for Enforcement. 


Categories of Revisions for Docket 
Update By Correction Code 


Categories for Facility Removal 


1 Small Quantity Generator 

2 Not Federally Owned 

3 Formerly Owned 

4 No Hazardous Waste Generated 

5 Temporary Storage/One Time 
Permitted Disposal 

6 Redundant Listing/Site on Facility 

7 Combining Sites into One Facility] 
Entries Combined 

8 Does not Fit Facility Definition (All 
are Vessels) 

9 No Hazardous Waste {Responsible 
Agency Changed) 

10 Small Quantity Generator 
{Responsible Agency Changed) 

11 No Hazardous Waste (Temporary 
Storage Only) 

12 Not Fodenity Owned {Small 
Quantity Generator) 


' 43 Redundant satiny Site on Facility 


{Agencies will Coordinate) 
14 Small Quantity Generator (Never 
Actually Built) 





34494 


Categories for Facility Addition 


15 Small Quantity Generator with 
either a 3016 or 103 

16 One Entry Being Split into Two/ 
Agency Responsibility Being Split 

17 New Information Obtained Showing 
that Facility Should be Included 

18 Facility was a Site on a Facility that 
was Disbanded, Now a Separate 
Facility 
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22 Changing Responsible Agencies and 
Title (New Responsible Agency has 18 
mos. to submit PA) 

23 New Reporting Mechanism Added 
at Update 

24 Reporting Mechanism Determined 
to be Not Applicable after Regional 
File Review 


19 Sites were Combined into One 
Facility 
19A New Facility 


Corrections 


20 Reporting Provisions Change 

20A Typo Correction/Name Change/ 
Address Change 

21 Changing Responsible Agencies 
(New Responsible Agency has 18 mos. 
to submit PA) 


FEDERAL FACILITIES DOCKET REMOVALS 


CER- 
RCRA | RCRA | RCRA 
oe ee ala at “ea a ess 


US Hwy 66, 6 Mi W 
of Amarillo. 
67 & Dam #14 Rd..... 
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FEDERAL Faciuutres DOCKET ADDITIONS 


Agency State Zip code Region 
ip oro oe 


100 'N Forest Rd 
PR-2 KM 116.2.......... 


6100 MacArthur 


6501 Lafayette Ave 
Mapping Agency Cent Rec AR. 
HTC. 


US Naval Station........ Annapolis Naval 
Complex 


Virginia Air National | Richmond Sandston .... 


Airport. . 
West Virginia Rte 1 Box 125... Pt 
Pleasent. 
Jackson- 
ville 


Lexington ant 


| Research 
Triangle 
Park. 
Oak Ridge P.O. Box 2001.......... ...| Oak Ridge .. 
Reservation. : 
US Army Corps of Foot of Grant St........ 
Engineers. 
USVA Supply Depot ..| ist Ave and 21st St../ 


USDA Forest 
Service. 
Shakopee Dump ........ 
USVA Veterans 
Affairs Medical 
Center. 
US Army Corps of 1035 E 9th St........... ore 
Engineers. 
US Dept Agric/ MS River Mile 119 
Bunge Grain Elev: Eastbank. 
Shreveport Hwy 
2.5M N. 
| T29N, R4W S36, 55 
ME. of 


Farmington. 

T23S, R3CE, SECC 
34, 31 M SE OF 
Carisbad. 

1.25 MI Upstream 
from La Bajada. 

2% Mi. SE of SRS53... 


5 MI E of City on 
Hwy 1847. 
9000 Blue Mound 


Engraving & Prntg. 
General Services 
Administration. 
Missouri Air National 
Guard. 
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FEDERAL Faciuities Docket AppITIonSs—Continued 


Agenc code — RCRA | RCRA 


10810 Natural i 63044 
Bridge Rd. 

Rural Route 1, Box 68041-9725 
1048. 


104 North Parkmont.. 59702 
international Airport ... 


1.5 Miles Northwest 
of Roundup. 

NW % Section 16. 
T 37N, R OW. 


..| REE, T25, SW%, 
SEC26. 
647 North 3rd St 
Ranger Dist B H 
NAT FOR). 
USDA-FS-Seward Mile 23.5 Seward 
Rd. Hwy. 
USDOJ-Drug 222 W 7th Ave N 
Enforcement No. 15. 
Admin- 
Anchorage. 
USDOT-CG St. Paul | USDOT-CG St. Paul | St. Paul 
IS Loran St. 1S Loran Stat. Island. 
idaho Air National 43 33 N. 116 13 W.... 
Guard-Cowen 
Field. 
USDA-FS- Big Forest Route 2354.....| Keliogg 


T14S R20E WM Ochoco 
SEC 20 SW \%. National 
Forest. 
1491 NW Graham Troutdale .... 


The Dalles .. 


Betwn MP 95 & 96 | Astroria 
Hwy 30. 


RD 1806-433 on 
Spur 447. 
402 E Yakima Ave 


FEDERAL FACILITIES DOCKET CORRECTIONS 
{[O=Original, C=Corrected] 


CER- 
Agency Facility name Facility address State | ZIP code a RCRA | RCRA | Gia 
3010 | 3016 | ¥o3 


01730 
01730 
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FEDERAL FACILITIES- DOCKET ee . 
{O=Originat, C=Corected] 


or A 
—_— ZIP code” Pe a ~ 7 


Pedricktown........) NJ 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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FEDERAL Face mes Docker Cornrections—Continued — 
{0 =Oniginat, C=—Comected} 


or foe 
Agency aie 


ease em. VA 

. Fuel D. 

ek Ratsicla tedeet bs wy 

3610 Collins Ferry wy 
Rd. ‘ 


-PO Box 1643 ............. 


PO Box 1643........... 


|; Off AL: Hwy 202 US 
; - Mwy 21. 


Off AL Hwy 202 US 
; Mwy 21. 


FBidg 1404... 


Bidg 1404... Z 


x 
¥ 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
“- 
x 
x 
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ror 


C—Air Force. 


NAS Whiting Field 
..| Naval Station 
Mayport. 
Naval Air Station 


Mayport. 

US Department of 
Energy—Pinelias 
Plant. 

Pinellas Plant 


US Naval Air 
Station 
Pensacola. 

Naval Air Station 
Pensacola. 

USA AFA 49-A 


Orlando. 
AFA.49-A Orlando.... 


USA AMSA 47G/ 
Miami. 


Williams USARC. 

USA AMSA 53G/ 
Tampa. 

Lt Clarence Lovejoy 

' USARC. 

.| USCG Base, Miami 
Beach. 

USCG Base, Miami 
Beach. 

USN Naval 
Underwater 
Systems Center. 

Naval Underwater 
Systems Center. 

Moody Air Force 
Base/GA TAC. 

Moody Air Force 
Base. 


FEDERAL FACILITIES DockET CORRECTIONS—Continued 


{[O=Original, C=Corrected] 


3200 SPTW/DEV 32542 


Sabine Island 32561 


Sabine Island 32561 


Code 184 Public i 32212 
Wks Dept Box 5. 

Code 184 Public i 32212 
Wks Dept Box 5. 

FL Hwy 87 A i 32570 


FL Hwy 87 A i 32570 

PO Box 265 Naval 32228 
Station. 

PO Box 265 Naval 32228 
Station. ; 

7887 Bryan Dairy 
Rd. 


34649-2900 


7887 Bryan Dairy 
Rd. 

US Naval Air 32508 
Station. 


34649-2900 


US Naval Air 32508 
Station. 

8601 Ave B McCoy 32812 
NTC Annex. 

8601 Ave B McCoy 32812 
NTC Annex. 

11700 NW 27th i 33167 
Ave. 

11700 NW 27th iami.<. 33167 
Ave. 

4823 N Hubert Ave... 33614 


4823 N Hubert Ave... 33614 


100 MacArthur iami 33139 
Cswy. 

100 MacArthur i 33139 
Cswy. 

1650 Southwest 33315 
39th Street. 


1650 Southwest 33315 
39th Street. ‘ 

347 CSG/DE 31669 

31669 

GA State Hwy Spur...) Ki 31547 


GA State Hwy Spur...) Ki 31547 


.| GA Hwy 1 & US 27... 31905 


GA Hwy 1 & US 27... $1905 
Attn AFZK-EH-C ...... 30330 
: 30330 

30905 


30905 


24th Infantry Div 31314 
AFZP-DEN-E. 

24th Infantry Div 31314 
AFZP-DEN-E. 

24th Infantry. Div 31314 
AFZP-DEN-E. 


.| 24th Infantry Div 91314 


AFZP-DEN-E. 
AFZB-FE-ECE oad 42223 


xxxx*«M MK OK OU Ox 


MS 2 OE Ee ee. ae 


x x x xX xX KX KOK KK 


xe «KKK KOU OK 


x«M «MM KUKlCUKOK 


xxx «KM KUO 


appa aS > > > a a 
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FEeperat Factuimies Docker Connections—Continued 
{[O=Originat, C= CorrectedT 


Facility address ae A Cre 
soos | soto. 


204 
aan. 4 


40214 20A 


PO Box 1410 42001 


‘ 
* 
x 
PO Box 1410 r 42001 | xe 

| Hobbs ‘Rd. 

USA ARMC & Fort | Hwy 31 W. ' 40724 x 
Knox. 
..| Army Armor School f Hwy 31 W................... x 
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FEDERAL Faciuities Docket CORRECTIONS—Continued 
_£O=Original, C=Corrected} 


oy. 


2017 Garnes St.......| Garner ..........40.00- 27529 


27408 


rt 
2017 Garner St..........| Garner .......00--. NC 27529 4 
4 
4 


27405 


XVII Arbn Corps. 
; Army Reserve 
Center 
(Lumberton). 
USA Army Reserve 
XVili Arbn Corps. 
Army Reserve 
Center 
(Morehead City). 
USA Army Reserve 
XVilt Arbon Corps. 
Army Reserve 
Center (Raleigh). 
USA Army Reserve 
XVill Arbn Corps. 
Army Reserve 
Center (Rocky 
Mount). 
USA Army Reserve 
XVili Aron Corps. 
Army Reserve 


Center (Salisbury). 


USA Army Reserve 
XVii Arbn Corps. 


(Wilmington). 
USA Army Reserve 
XViil Aron Corps. 
Army Reserve 
Center 
(Albermarie). 
USA Army Reserve 


XVI. Aron Corps. | 


Army Reserve 


Center (Asheville). 


USA Army Reserve 
| XW Arbn Corps. 
| Army Reserve 


Centers (Brevard). 


USA Army Reserve 


1391 N Mem. Ds. 


1391 'N Mom Dr....... 


1500 12th St NW -. 
1500 12th St NW 


156 Parris Ave 


405 Fisher St 


405 Fisher St 


3115 Wester Bivd... 


3115 Western Bivd... 


804 Fairview Rd 


804 Fairview Rd 


1825 Woodleat Rd, 
PO Box 1927. 
1825 Woadileaf Rd, 
PO Box 1927. 


2144 Lakeshore Dr... 


2144 Lakeshore Dr... 


1816 E Main St 
1816 E Main St 


E French Broad St... 
E French Broad St.... 


1300 Westover Dr 


1300 Westover Dr 
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FEDERAL FACILITIES DocKET CORRECTIONS—Continued 
{0=Original, C=Corrected) 


CER- Correc- 
RCRA RCRA EPA : 
Agency ZIP code CLA : tion 


29802 3016 4 


29802 3016 4 


x 
x 

29207 x 4 
x 


29207 


37389 3010 

37389-3010 

100 Vance Tank i 36720-5698 
Road Raytheon 


Company. 
100 Vance Tank i 36720-5698 
Road Raytheon 


Company. 
2574 Plant Rd. i 38109 
2574 Plant Rd. i 38109 
Edgemoor Rd, 6 Mi i 37930 
SE of Oak Ridge. 
Edgemoor Rd, 6 Mi i 37930 
SE of Oak Ridge. 
TN Highway 149 37050 
South. ity. 
TN Highway 149 37050 
South. ity. 
37050 
37050 
37134 
37134 
37763 
37763 
37319 
37319 
37381 
37381 
37660 


37660 


x x x x x «* KX KK KCUCKCUC KU KU KChUlU CK hl KC hl Khu 


x =< x x <x xX xX KX MR KM OK 
x =< x xX KX K KK KK 


37416 
37416 


46774 
46774 


1201 E. 10th St 47130 


1201 E. 10th St i 47130 


T4N, R16W, Sec. 
18. 
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. FEDERAL FACILITIES DOCKET CORRECTIONS—-Continued 


[O=Original, C=Corrected} 
bd ge : | CER Correc- 
Mining 


3.3. M Sof Inter. of | High Rolls........1NM |. > 88925 © 6} 
WUS62. : 


| 3.3 MS of inter. of i ) 88325" x 6 
W US 62. é 


25.Mi W of Canno 
AFB. : 
25 Mi W of Cannon 

AFB. 


Ft Leavenworth 
Reservation DEH- 


Riley 1st Intantry 
Div (M). : 


SEX, NW4ANW% 
Sec 20. 

SEYNWYNWH 
Sec 20: 

StHwy 94.2 MiS 
of US. 40 Site 


~ ~“ “~ oN ans NN ~~ 


TINR101WSEC6, 
6THPM. 

TINR101WSECE6, 
6THPM 53.5 Mi 
W on Hwy 64. , 

: | 3597 .B-3/4 Rd ion... 81502-5504 

P02567. © : 

3597 B-3/4 Rd ion ... ’ 81502-5504 
P02567. 


nuinsened 1618t AREFG Air i 85034 


65034 


3/4 Mi.N of Town... 
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FEDERAL Faciuitics Docket CORRECTIONS—Continued 
{O=Original, C=Corrected] 


Agency code ao 


C—Defense..........:....| Army Whittier Tank “| 3/4 Mi N of Town 
Fi; 


Anvil Mt. 6.5 Mi N 


SEC14NE SEC11. 
Fairbanks Mer 

T19S R6E 

SEC14NE SEC11. 


[FR Doc. 90-16300 Filed 8-21-90; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 6171 of August 20, 1990 


National Drive for Life Weekend, 1990 


By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


The Labor Day weekend is an ideal time to remind ourselves of the grave 
threat posed to each of us by alcohol-impaired driving—a tragic and senseless 
occurrence that remains our Nation’s number one highway safety problem. 
During this weekend, we should be especially mindful that irresponsible 
drinking can quickly destroy a festive holiday by causing injury and death. 


Last year more than 23,000 people were killed in the United States as a result 
of alcohol-related highway crashes—an average of 65 individuals each day. 
Although the proportion of traffic deaths related to alcohol has declined 
during the last few years, approximately one-half of all fatal motor vehicle 
crashes continue to be alcohol-related. 


The Drive for Life campaign is designed to reduce the high number of alcohol- 
related traffic accidents in the United States by promoting a month-long public 
awareness program aimed at educating all Americans on the dangers of drunk 
driving. By focusing on the Labor Day weekend, when the number of alcohol- 
related highway crashes traditionally exceeds the average by about 10 per- 
cent, the Drive for Life campaign will help to concentrate the Nation’s 
attention on the serious dangers of drunk driving. 


During the Labor Day weekend and, indeed, throughout the year, we should 
also be mindful of the dangers posed by drivers who are impaired by drugs 
other than alcohol. Certain drugs—legal as well as illegal, and either alone or 
in combination with alcohol—are major contributors to highway crashes. All 
of us should be aware of the risks of driving after taking prescribed medica- 
tions or over-the-counter drugs, especially those that have labels warning 
against operating a motor vehicle. We should also be aware that combining 
drugs and alcohol with driving increases these risks. 


Three years ago, a coalition led by Mothers Against Drunk Driving sponsored 
the first National Drive for Life Day and urged all Americans to pledge not to 
drink and drive on that day. The success of this effort prompted calls for an 
expanded campaign, to which the Congress responded in 1988 and 1989 by 
designating Labor Day weekend as National Drive for Life Weekend. By 
House Joint Resolution 627, the Congress has again called for a national 
campaign by designating the Labor Day weekend beginning September 1, 1990, 
as “National Drive for Life Weekend” and has authorized and requested the 
President to issue a proclamation in observance of this weekend. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, GEORGE BUSH, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim the Labor Day weekend, September 1 through 3, 
1990, as National Drive for Life Weekend. I ask all Americans to cooperate in 
this lifesaving campaign by refusing to drink and drive, by using safety 
restraints when on the road, and by insisting upon effective action against 
drug- or alcohol-impaired drivers. I also call upon the people of the United 
States, their elected representatives, and other public officials to observe this 
weekend with appropriate ceremonies and activities. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twentieth day of 
August, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and fifteenth. 


SORA Kn Busk.. 


Filed 8-21-90; 10:51 am} 
Billing code 3195-01-M 





Reader Aids | Federal Register 


Vol. 55, No. 163 
Wednesday, August 22, 1998 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE ! CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING AUGUST 


Federal Register At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
Index, finding aids & general information 523-5227 publishes: separately a List. of CFR Sections: Affected (LSA), which . 
Public inspection desk §23-5215 lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
Corrections to published documents 523-5237 the revision date of each title. 

Document drafting information 523-5237 1CFR 

Machine readable. documents 523-3447 


‘Code of Federal Regulations 


Index, finding aids & general information 523-5227 
Printing schedules 523-3419 


Laws 


Public Laws Update Service {mumbers, dates, etc.) 523-6641 
Additional information 523-5230 


Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and proclamations 523-5230 
Public Papers of the Presidents ' §23-5230 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 523-5230 ee pi sicteascnce 

§ COR ceterscccttcsecimenne aaeeee DD1G 
The United States Government Manual ne 

: ate decscreiitninansnieeyrepioncezentl 

General information §23-5230 1072.................... 32283 
Other Services by 1 sins SOD 


- Data base and machine readable specifications 523-3408 ee tenet 
Guide to Record Retention Requirements 523-3187 
Legal staff 523-4534 
ibrary 523-5240 
Privacy Act Compilation §23-3187 
Public Laws Update Service {PLUS) 523-6641 
TDD for the hearing impaired 523-5229 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, AUGUST 


Presidential Determinations: 
31175-31350. { No. 90-29 of 
31351-31570.... August 14, 1990...........34205 
31571-31808... ‘ No. 90-32 of 
31809-32070... einbineiadl August 17, 1990 34207 
32071-32230... : 
32231-3237 4.... 


scvsesesenssenseqeecese: 09840, 33407 
SBT sci isssiendinincd> ..» 39840, 33407 


10 CFR 


O cissiscceacceceeuipectainsienseccene ae 
15... -nssevesesernserseesensereesesteeses 32375 
Rules: 


Saovenpsieenacnees MOET 
DOU sssaiaiisecisittinticcsnasesercsyei SR! 





31816, 31821, 32381, 

32598-32604, 33095- 

33110, 33279-33282, 
3364 


31393, 31401, 32442, 
32639, 33122-33135, 
33321-33322 


32064, 32097, 32444, 
33136, 33324, 34024- 
34026 


31827, 34007, 340 
: 34 


11- 


31830, 33576 
31577, 32624, 33116- 
33118, 34259 


31384, 33289, 33533, 
33534, 33691 


32032, 32733 
..- 32032, 32733 


AD Faces 31846, 33540, 33723, 
34287 


33824 
33824 
32267 


33580 
33068 
.-. 32180 
.-- 82780 
31689 


33616 
+++: 33616 
wee 3616 
-++» 3616 
«es 33016 
+e. 33616 
wee 32186 
we 32186 
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31180, 31580 
31385, 33904 


1094 (Revoked in part 

by P.L.O, 6789). 
1127 (Revoked in part 

by P.L.O: 6789)............. 32420 
4508 (Revoked in part 

by P.O. 6790) 


‘ "39594, 89508, 33706, 
31584, 31 * , . 
31832, 31036, 32268, 33707, 33910-33912, 
- $2403, 33118, 33692, ts : , 32260, 
33904, 33905, 3401 3, "93715, 33912, 34263 
34260 FG 5 ccecincnstisenpncocateseccemennss DOMME 
675. 31392, 32094, 32421, 
33715. 


Rules: 
31859, 340: 31610,.31612, 31860, 
31859, D0 31864, 32103, 32271, 
31202, 31607, 32650, 32276, 33737 
32922-32925, 33730, 
33946, 33947 


(Se ea EASON 
LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS 


Last List August 20, 1990 
This is.a continuing list of 
public bills from the current 
session of Congress which 
have become Federal laws. It 
may be used in conjunction 
with “PLUS” (Public Laws 
Update Service) on 523-6641. 
The text of laws is not 
published in the Federal 
Register but may be ordered 
in individual pamphiet form 
(referred to as “slip laws”) 
from the Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government 
31199, 32999 Printing Office, Washington, 
31199, 32999 DC: 20402 (phone 202-275- 
3030). 
H.R. 3086/Pub. L. 101-376 
Civil Service Due Process 
Amendments. (Aug. 17, 1990; 
104 Stat. 461; 3 pages) 
Price: $1.00 
H.R. 3248/Pub. L. 101-377 
To revise the boundary of 
Gettysburg National Military 
Park in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, and for other 
purposes. (Aug. 17, 1990; 104 
Stat. 464;.4 pages) Price: 
$1.00 
S. 666/Pub. L. 101-378 
To enroll twenty individuals 
under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act. (Aug. 
17, 1990; 104 Stat. 468; 5 
pages) Price: $1.00 
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H.R. 498/Pub. L. 101-379 
Indian Law Enforcement 
Reform Act. (Aug. 18, 1990; 
104 Stat. 473; 11 pages) 
Price: $1.00 
H.R. 1465/Pub..L. 101-380 
Gil Pollution Act of 1990: - 
(Aug. 18, :1990; 104 Stat. 484; 
92 pages) Price: $2.50 
S. 2240/Pub. L. 101-381 
Ryan White i 
AIDS Resources Emergency 
Act of 1990. (Aug. 18, 1990; 
104 Stat. 576; 53 pages) 
Price: $1.50 

H.R. 1594/Pub. L. 101-382 
Customs and Trade Act of 
1990.: (Aug. 20, 1990; 104 
Stat: 629;'98 pages) Price: 
$2.75 





Public Laws 


are now available for the 101st Congress, 2nd Session, 1990 


Pamphlet prints of public laws, often referred to as slip laws, are the initial publication of Federal 
laws upon enactment and are printed as soon as possibile after approval by the President. 
Legislative history references appear on each law. Subscription service includes all public laws, 
issued irregularly upon enactment, for the 101st Congress, 2nd Session, 1990. 


(Individual laws also may be purchased from the Superintendent of Documents, Washington, DC 
20402-9328. Prices vary. See Reader Aids Section of the Federal Register for announcements 
of newly enacted laws and prices). 


Superintendent of Documents Subscriptions Order Form 
pag i Charge your order. @@, |= 
* 6216 a easy! vec 


[| YES 9 please send me subscriptions to PUBLIC LAWS for the 101st Congress, 2nd Session, 1990 
for $107 per subscription. 


1. The total cost of my order is $ . All prices include regular domestic postage and handling and are subject to change. 
International customers please add 25%. 


Please Type or Print 


I i i al lect 3. Please choose method of payment: 
a a CJ Check payable to the Superintendent of Documents 


(Additional address/attention line) ae ee ae LJ GPO Deposit Account Ui ba <t-] 
LJ VISA or MasterCard Account 


eae CoP TT Trt 


(City, State, ZIP Code) ae Thank you for your order! 
(Credit card expiration date) 


(Daytime phone including area code) 


——  C”COEE 
4. Mail To: Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402-9371 





Guide to 
Record 
Retention 
Requirements 


in the Code of 
ial . Federal Regulations (CFR) 


eS 
GUIDE: Revised January 1, 1989 
SUPPLEMENT: Revised January 1, 1990 


The GUIDE and the SUPPLEMENT should 
be used together. This useful reference tool, 
compiled from agency regulations, is designed to 
assist anyone with Federal recordkeeping 
obligations. 

The various abstracts in the GUIDE tell the 
user (1) what records must be kept, (2) who must 
keep them, and (3} how long they must be kept. 

The GUIDE is formatted and numbered to 
paralle] the CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS 
(CFR) for uniformity of citation and easy 
reference to the source document. 

Compiled by the Office of the Federal 
Register, National Archives and Records 
Administration. 


Order from Superintendent of Documents, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Z Washington, DC 20402-9325. 


ee nnn nn nn nnn enn nnn nn wow new ewe eee w nnn we eww ew ewww ween nnn ne on nn cece wees enon nen ne meee ween seen enn cence eee e ene wenn cone ween nen ne cee ewe ee weeeneneccccccecs 


Superintendent of Documents Publication Order Form 
Order Processing Code: *6788 


To fax your orders and inquiries. 202-275-0019 
LJ YES + please send me the following indicated publication: 


_____copies of the 1989 GUIDE TO RECORD RETENTION REQUIREMENTS IN THE CFR 
S/N 069-—000-—00020-7 at $12.00 each. 
copies of the 1990 SUPPLEMENT TO THE GUIDE, S/N 069-000-00025-8 at $1.50 each. 
1. The total cost of my order is $ (International customers please add 25%). All prices include regular 
domestic postage and handling and are good through 8/90. After this date, please call Order and Information 
Desk at 202—783—3238 to verify prices. 


Please Type or Print 


2. 3. Please choose method of payment: 


Company or perso 
(Company or personal name) & Check payable to the Superintendent of Documents 


(Additional address/attention line) LJ GPO Deposit Account CETL LiT- 
LO VISA or MasterCard Account 


——— [TUFTS it). 


(City, State, ZIP Code) Thank you for your order! 
(Credit card expiration date) 

(Daytime abcess including area code) 
(Signature) 


4. Mail To: Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 20402-9325 





Microfiche Editions Available... 


Federal Register 


The Federal Register is published daily in 
24x microfiche forrnat and mailed to 
subscribers the following day via first 
class mail. As part of a microfiche 
Federal Register subscription, the LSA 
(List of CFR Sections Affected) and the 
Cumulative Federal Register Index are 

_ mailed monthly. 


Code of Federal Regulations 


The Code of Federal Regu 


lations, 
comprising approximately 196 volumes 
and revised at least once a year on a 
quarterly basis, is published in 24x 
microfiche format and the current 
_ year’s volumes are mailed to 
subscribers as issued. 


Microfiche Subscription Prices: 
Federal Register: i 


One year: $195 
Six months: $97.50 


Code of Federal Regulations: 
Current year (as issued): $188 


Superintendent of Documents Subscriptions Order Form 
ew Cote: rorder. Ga == 
— om rrr ety; QD ED 
6462 anaes 


Charge orders may be telephoned to the 


desk at (202) 783-3238 from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
eastern time, Monday-Friday (except holidays) 


a YES, please send me the following indicated subscriptions: 


24x MICROFICHE FORMAT: 
——— Federal Register: ———.One year: $195 


——_— Code of Federal Regulations: ——_ Current year: $188 


__ 1. The total cost of my order is $____ . All prices include regular domestic postage and handling and are subject to change. 
International customers please add 25%. 
Please Type or Print 
3. Please choose method of payment: 
(] Check payable to the Superintendent of Documents 
[_] GPO Deposit Acco [ITT TTT I-C) 
[-] VISA or MasterCard Account 


(Credit card expiration date) 


(Signature) 
4. Mail To: Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402-9371 (Rev. 2/90) 
f 
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New edition .... Order now ! 


For those of you who must keep informed 
about Presidential Proclamations and 
Executive Orders, there is a convenient 
reference source that will make researching 
these documents much easier. 

Arranged by subject matter, this edition of 
the Codification contains proclamations and 
Executive orders that were issued or 
amended during the period April 13, 1945, 
through January 20, 1989, and which have a 
continuing effect on the public. For those 
documents that have been affected by other 
proclamations or Executive orders, the 
codified text presents the amended version. 
Therefore, a reader can use the Codification 
to determine the latest text of a document 
without having to “reconstruct” it through 
extensive research. 

Special features include a comprehensive 
index and a table listing each proclamation 
and Executive order issued during the 
1945-1989 period—along with any 
amendments—an indication of its current 
status, and, where applicable, its location in 
this volume. 


Published by the Office of the Federal Register, 
National Archives and Records Administration 


Order from Superintendent of Documents, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington, DC 20402-9325 


ete temntn tts Superintendent of Documents Publications Order Form 


3 
* 1 Charge your order. Gay = 
ess hod 


C] YES, please send me the following indicated publication: To fax your orders and inquiries—(202) 275-0019 


—_______ copies of the CODIFICATION OF PRESIDENTIAL PROCLAMATIONS AND EXECUTIVE ORDERS, 
S/N 069-000-00018-5 at $32.00 each. 


The total cost of my order is $__.__. (International customers please add 25%.) Prices include regular domestic postage and 
handling and are good through 1/90..After this date. please call Order and Information Desk at 202-783-3238 to verify prices. 


Please Choose Method of Payment: 
(Company or personal name) == =~=~~~—~—~—«<(Please type or print) (] Check payable to the Superintendent of Documents 
oe conte LJ cpo Deposit Account CAL 
ene LJ VISA or MasterCard Account 
iam a a a eal CTTTITTITTITITtTiT titi itt) 


ca a —_—_________._._ Thank you for your order! 
(City, State. ZIP Code) (Credit card expiration date) 


an imam 
(Daytime phone including area code) (Signature) 
Mail To: Superintendent. of Documents. Government Printing Office. Washington. DC 20402-9325 











